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AmonGst OUR RECENT DEcIsIONS of last week will be 
found the case of Dickinson v. Jardine, 16 W.R. 1169, 
which decided that where insured goods are properly jetti- 
soned their owner is entitled to recover from the under- 
writers as for a total loss, without deducting the amount 
payable for general average. The general average contri- 
bation is, of course, not lost, but it is the duty of the under- 
writers and not of the insured to recover it. The question 
of law thus decided was almost too clear for argument, 
although there was no reported English decision precisely 
in point. The case has, however, attracted some atten- 
tion in the City, and in the latter part of last week a 
meeting was held, after several adjournments, in the 
committee-room of Lloyd’s to consider the effect of 
Dickinson v. Jardine. Several resolutions were passed, 
to the effect that it was not desirable that underwriters 
should have to collect general average contributions, and 
that a clause should be inserted in policies providing that 
underwriters should be liable only for the difference 
between the amount payable for general average and the 
value of the jettisoned goods. The following clause was 
approved by the meeting as a desirable addition for the 
future to the ordinary form of policy :— 

“Should the property hereby insured be injured or 
destroyed by a general average act, any claim the in- 
sured is entitledto make in respect thereof by way of 
particular average or total loss shall be subject to the 
deduction of the sum payable to the assured by the other 
contributory, interests of ship, freight, and cargo.” There 
seems no objection to the insertion of some such clause 
as this in policies of marine insurance, but it must be 
remembered that if the sum payable by the contribu- 
tories is to be deducted from the claim of the assured, he 
may in some cases sustain a loss; as, for instance, if a 
contribution were not paid in consequence of insolvency, 
or for any other reason, for which he could recover no 
indemnity. 

This result, however, which would be opposed to the 
general object of a marine insurance, might be obviated 
by a different wording of the proposed clause, which 
might be so drawn as to render it necessary for the as- 
sured in the first instance to claim payment of the gene- 
ral average contribution, and yet the underwriters might 
be made finally liable if payment of the contribution 
could not be obtained. 

_ The meeting also passed a resolution that it was de- 
sirable that steps should be taken to obtain an Act of 
Parliament, to define the duties of shipowners in collect- 
ing general average from contributories, and distributing 
the same, and they appointed a committee, consisting of 
the Right Hon, G. J. Goschen, M.P., Mr. W. Simpson, and 
other gentlemen, to consider means for giving effect to 
the resolutions, 

This proposal to obtain an Act of Parliament ought to 
be entertained with great caution. The law of marine 
insurance depends almost enti upon reported de- 
cisions, and not upon statutes, and a partial alteration 
by Act of Parliament of law so created, especially when 
Wwe remember the careless way in which Acts of Parlia- 
ment are too often drawn, may easily do much harm 














without producing a corresponding advantage. Where 
only some slight change in the law is required, as in 
the present case, it is often more expedient to make it 
in each case by contract between the parties than by 
legislative enactment. 





OuR READERS will probably have perused with some 
regret the correspondence which Lord Westbury has 
lately chosen, as the fashion now is, to make public, ke- 
tween himself and the Lord Advocate—relative to the 
Scotch Judicature Commission. In Lord Westbury’s first 
letter, written with somewhat of that extra blandness 
which is assumed by gentlemen about to act upon the 
offensive, he acknowledges the receipt of the Lord Ad- 
vocate’s communication detailing the composition of the 
commission—Lord Colonsay at its head. He “has the 
greatest respect and regard for Lord Colonsay, and is 
glad of this decision ’’—rejoices also in the appointment of 
Sir Roundell Palmer—and is, on these grounds, “ less 
reluctant than he should otherwise have been to with- 
draw his name from the commission” on the score of 
weak health and need of a warmer climate, and notwith- 
standing his great interest in the subject and conviction 
of the necessity of a thorough reform in the matter. 
Subsequent letters from Lord Westbury, however, and 
one addressed by his Lordship to Mr. Anderson, Q.C., and 
sent by the latter to the Scotsman, soon disclose the root 
of the matter. Lord Westbury having been the one to 
press upon the Government the expediency of such a 
commission, and having received an assurance that it 
would be appointed, “‘fully expected” that his name 
would be placed thereon “‘ according to the usual rule, 
that is in the rank and with such precedences” as he 
was entitled to. 

But “certain persons in Edinburgh had determined 
that Lord Colonsay should be at the head of the com- 
mission,” and “ hastened to accomplish this object before 
they could be interrupted by any remonstrance from 
him ” (Lord Westbury). It seems that the Lord Advocate’s 
letter to Lord Westbury, was dated the 30th September, 
addressed to a residence, which Lord Westbury left 
three years ago, and, therefore, did not reach him until 
the 9th October ;—also that Lord Westbury’s name 
appears on the commission after that of Lord Colonsay, 
The Lord Advocate explains that the mistake in ad- 
dressing the letter was that of a messenger, and that 
the Home Office practice in writing out commissions is 
always to place the chairman’s name first, though names 
of higher rank may follow. Lord Westbury, however, 
though convinced that no affront was intended to him- 
self by the Lord Advocate, still retires from the com- 
mission, inexorably offended that Lord Colonsay should 
be at its head, and much grieved at its composition, 

Tantene animis—— ! 

It may be that Lord Westbury had cause for surprise 
and disgust at not being placed in charge of this com- 
mission. That he had done much for the subject every 
one is aware. Lord Colonsay knows a great deal about 
Scotch law. Lord Westbury knows an extraordinarily 
great deal about English law, and a great deal about 
every other law. Lord Colonsay lives in Edinburgh, 
where, not unreasonably, the enquiry is to be conducted, 
Lord Westbury does not. It may be that Lord Westbury 
has some cause for annoyance which is not before the 
public, buthowever aggricved he may feel, it iscertain that 
the Commission will sadly miss his aid. Surely it would have 
beenrather more dignified had Lord Westbury considered the 
public good alittle more,and hisown dignityalittle less,in- 
stead of retiring in a huff from a great work in which hia 
co-operation would have been invaluable. Some such idea 
would to have crossed his Lordship’sown mind, since 
in his letterto Mr. Anderson he states his conviction that the 
commission “ cannot be aa instrument to accomplish the 
results that are needed.” We can hardly, however, ima- 
gine that Lord Westbury meant seriously to stigmatize in 
this manner a commission numbering the names incladed 

52 
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in this one, Sir Roundell Palmer’s among them, and 
must regret that Lord Westbury should have so seriously 
impaired its strength by his own defection. 





A SOMEWHAT IMPORTANT “bread ” case was decided 
last week in the Recorder’s Court, Dublin, the question 
being, not the much debated “fancy bread” point (i.e., 
whether cottage and tin loaves come, as fancy bread, 
within the exception in the Sale of Bread Act), but 
whether the bread had, in point of fact, been sold by 
eight or not. The question was, therefore, similar to 
that raised in Jones v. Huxtable, 15 W. R. 900, though 
upon slightly differing facts. : 

In Jones v. Huxtable, the customer asked for a “ quar- 
tern” loaf, received a loaf over the counter, did not 
request that it might be weighed, but took it away at 
once. Upon being subsequently weighed it proved 
deficient. The practice of this baker was to weigh each 
loaf before baking, and allow five ounces to the quar- 
tern for shrinkage during the process. It was not his 
custom, however, to weigh the bread after drawing it 
from the oven. The Court of Queen’s Bench (Blackburn, 
Shee, and Lush, JJ.) held that the baker was rightly 
convicted under section 4 of the 6 & 7 Vict. c. 37, of 
selling bread otherwise than by weight. Their opinion 
being that it was not indispensable, in order to comply 
with the enactment, that the baker should weigh each 
loaf over the counter, but that he should take some 
reasonable step to ascertain the weight after as well as 
before baking. 

In Webb v. Manders, the recent Dublin case, the cus- 
tomer asked for a “two-pound” loaf, received a loaf 
over the counter, and, like the customer in Jones vy. 
Huztable, took it away without asking to have it 
weighed. Upon being afterwards weighed it proved 
one ounce short. The practice of this baker was to 
weigh the bread before baking, allowing nine ounces to 
the two pounds for shrinkage in the oven; but he 
also went a step further than the baker in Jones v. 
Huztable, and, after drawing his bread, weighed a few 
loaves from each batch as atest. The Lord Mayor of 
Dublin, before whom the case first came, convicted the 
baker in a penalty of five shillings, but the case coming, 
upon appeal, before the Recorder, this decision was re- 
versed. The Recorder did not approve of the decision 
of the Court of Queen’s Bench in Jones v. Huzxtable ; 
he also distinguished that case upon the grounds—(1) 
thattheshrinkage allowed wasso very much largerthan that 
in Jones v. Hucztable ; (2) that the loaf was sold as a “— 
pound,” and not, as in Jones v. Huxtable, asa “ quartern ” 
loaf ; and (3) because the Messrs. Manders had in the 
case before him tested the bread after baking. He did 
not think it was necessary to weigh every loaf after 
baking, unless required to do so at the counter. 

We cannot agree with Mr. Shaw’s opinion of the deci- 
sion in Jones v. Huxtable, though we agree with the 
result of his own decision in Webb v. Manders. His 
first two distinctions are unintelligible, the third and 
principal one is sound enough. 

In order to understand these cases it must be borne in 
mind that the offence constituted by the Sale of Bread 
Act * is not the selling of bread under weight, but the 
selling it otherwise than by weight, i.c., by the loaf 
merely. Thus if a baker weighs a loaf, finds it amounts to 
@ pound and-a-half, and deliberately sells it as a two 
pound loaf, there is no remedy under the Sale of Bread 
Act, there is only the civil remedy by action in the 
county court for damages. The question is, was the 
method of sale, sale by weight, or sale by the loaf merely ? 
If the former, the purchaser is left to look after himself; 
if the latter, the Act steps in. If the baker has not 
taken measures to ascertain the weight of the loaves he 
is selling, he is, in fact, not selling his bread by weight, 
but by the lump. It would, as some of the judges 





* The 6 & 7 Vict. c. 37, did not apply to Ireland, but the 
Trish Act, 1 & 2 Vict. c. 28, is to the same effect. 





seemed to think in Jones v. Huxtable, be ge 
reasonable to expect bakers to weigh every loaf over the 
counter, whether asked to do soor not. But as weigh. 
ing before baking is a rather vague and insufficient 

the Court will require the baker to take some reasonable 
step to test the weight of the bread after baking, 
said the Court of Queen’s Bench. The Recorder of 
Dublin has now held that weighing a few test loaves jp 
each batch is such a reasonable step; which seems g 
satisfactory decision. 





ON SEVERAL OCCASIONS during the past fortnight Mr, 
Pitt Taylor has at each of the several courts presided 
over by him called the attention of attorneys and suitors 
to the provisions of the second section of the County 
Courts Act, 1867. The section, he said, provided a con. 
venient mode of procedure in cases where goods had 
been sold to be dealt with in the way of trade. Under 
the ordinary procedure, if a defendant does not appear 
at the hearing the plaintiff must prove his case in the 
same way as if it is disputed. Under the new Act, pro- 
ceedings similar to those in the superior courts are in. 
troduced. Ifa plaintiff or his agent makes an affidavit 
that goods have been sold to be dealt with wholly or in 
part in the way of defendant’s trade, the plaintiff may 
serve the summons himself or employ a servant to do s0, 
An attorney or his clerk may serve a summons for a 
client. The service must be personal, and twelve clear 
days before the day of hearing. If notice of intention 
to defend be not sent to the court six clear days before 
the day of hearing, the plaintiff may enter up judgment 
by default on payment of half the usual hearing fee, 
The proceeding is in fact precisely the same as that 
under the Bills of Exchange Act, from which it has ob- 
viously been copied, as the form of summons and en- 
dorsement contained in the schedule to the New Act are 
precisely the same as those in the former Act. After 
explaining the section and showing how, by proceeding 
under it, much loss of time and trouble may be avoided, 
Mr. Taylor took occasion to remark upon the length of 
time a law might be in existence before the persons for 
whose benefit it was passed knew anything aboutit. In 
his district, he said, it seemed to be almost a dead letter; 
adding that he had no doubt the commercial world would 
be glad to know that such a clause had been inserted in 
the new Act. He hoped the profession and the gentle- 
men of the press who attended his courts would make 
this section as widely known as possible. 





WE HAVE LATELY RECEIVED a legal curiosity in the 
shape of the opening number of an American legal 
journal, edited by an American judge’s wife—the 
Chicago Legal Journal, edited by Mrs. Myra Bradwell, 
wife of Judge Bradwell. The specimen number in question 
contains promise of much that is profitable, and also a 
good deal that is amusing. Thus, in an article on the 
Cook County Court House, occurs the following :—‘ We 
notice piles of old furniture in the county court room; 
and if we were the judge instead of the judge’s wife, we 
would order the sheriff to send it to an auction-room, and 
supply its place with new.” The appointment is an- 
nounced of a new clerk in the said county court, the 
editress adding that she considers the new clerk to be 
“a very fine and gentlemanly young man.” A biography 
is given of the Hon. William K. McAllister, Judge of 
the Recorders’ Court, Chicago, in which we find the fol- 
lowing :—“ The judge was raised on the farm” (his 
father’s). Mr. McAllister is stated to be “ every inch ” a 
judge, and reminds Mrs. Bradwell more of Sir Matthew 
Hale than any other judge she has seen upon the bench 
of Illinois. “ He would have made a good judge if he 
had never read a book or heard qn authority quoted,” 
having “an instinctive sense of what is right.” Mrs. 
Bradwell does not hesitate to express her notion of what 
a judge ought to be, or to differ from the judges (includ- 
ing her husband) upon occasion. Thus, in an article upon 
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frequently than they need be ; and this evil exists in an 
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a recent criminal lunatic case, she expresses her decided 
opinion that the criminal was not insane, adding, how- 
ever, “ We know there are many good men, who believe 
him to have been crazy, among them our own husband.” 
It must be a serious thing for Bradwell, J., to have an 
organ of so independent a spirit conducted by the part- 
ner of his own bosom. 





THE REPORT OF THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
JURIES. 

During the Session of 1866-7 a select committee of 
the House of Commons was appointed to inquire into 
the working of the jury system, and as to how it may 
be improved. The committee took a good deal of evi- 
dence, but separated without coming to any conclusion. 
During the last session the committee was re-appointed ; 
and the evidence taken by it and the recommendations 
which they founded upon it are now before the public. 
That evidence places in a very clear light the abuses of 
the present system, and the recommendations of the 
committee are undoubtedly well worthy of consideration, 
though whether they are sufficient to work a thorough 
cure may be doubted. 

The main evils now complained of are the follow- 
ing :—first, it is plain that thelists of persons liable toserve 
as jurors are in a very defective state, the names of vast 
numbers of persons who ought to bear it being omitted 
altogether, in consequence of which the burden of attend- 
ance is spread over a much smaller area than it ought 
to be, and the same persons are called on to serve more 


aggravated degree in the case of the special jury lists. 
Secondly, and this applies especially to London and 
Middlesex, needlessly large numbers of persons are 
summoned to serve on special juries, and hence the 
burden of attendance is greatly increased. Thirdly, it 
is complained that jurymen are underpaid for their 
services. Lastly, there are a number of small evils 
arising from defective accommodation in the courts, and 
other like inconveniences. 

The great and fundamental evil of the present system 
is the first which we have referred to—the defects of the 
jury lists ; and in order that this may be fully under- 
stood it will be well to remind our readers of the 
mode in which those lists are prepared. It is the duty 
of the overseers of each parish to make out the lists in 
the first instance, but the duty is practically delegated to 
the vestry clerk. One of those gentlemen describes the 
process as follows, and one case may stand for all :—‘* We 
take the poor rate-book, and we extract from that all 
persons who are rated, according to the Act of Parlia- 
ment, on a value not less than £30. The rate-books are 
gone through, and a draft list is carefully made out of 
all those persons ; and also, as far as we know, of the 
freeholders and persons occupying houses of not less than 
fifteen windows, according to the clause of the 6 Geo. 
4,c. 50,8. 1. When that draft is made out, it is very 
carefully settled, and then it is printed in the form 
which I now hand in (handing in the same), and that is 
put on the church doors and chapel doors throughout the 
parish ; and it has to be up on three successive Sundays 
during the month of September, so as to give the in- 
habitants an opportunity of seeing it. I goa little 
further than the Act of Parliament, for I also have a notice 
printed. I have about 300 copies of that distributed 
through the parish, getting people to exhibit it in their 
shop windows, Some people do not see them on the 
church and chapel doors ; but I do not think they can 
eli See those, for those are distributed through the 

The list prepared by the overseers comes before the 
Magistrates for revision on a day of which notice has 
been posted up together with the draft lists, but the 
Witnesses seem to agree that this revision is a mere 
matter of form. “The Act then provides that after the 


and handed in to the justices, the justices at the next 
session shall hand them to the high constable, then the 
high constable is to hand them to the clerk of the peace, 
or present them to the quarter sessions, and then the 
clerk of the peace, within six weeks, is to hand them to 
the sheriff—that is to say, the process is this : the lists 
are handed in to the justices, and when they are approved 
by the justices, they are handed to the high constable, 
and then the high constable has to hand them, at the 
next quarter sessions, which would be in October, to the 
clerk of the peace. Then section 12 of the 6 Geo. 4, c. 
50, says this—‘ That ‘the clerk of the peace shall keep the 
lists so returned by the high constable to the Court of 
Quarter Sessions among the records of the sessions, 
arranged with every hundred in alphabetical order, and 
every parish or township within such hundred, likewise 
in alphabetical order; and shall cause the same to be fairly 
and truly copied in the same order.and book, to be by him 
provided for that purpose, at the expense of the county, 
riding or division, with proper columns for making the 
register hereinafter directed; and shall deliver the same 
book to the sheriff of the county or his under-sheriff, 
within six weeks next after the close of such sessions, 
which book shall be called the ‘jurors’ book’ for the 
year.’ ” 

In this overseers’ list the description or employment 
of each person appears, and if he appears as an “ esquire, 
merchant, or banker” the sheriff must make him a 
special juror, otherwise a common. The sheriff has no 
power to look behind thelist. It is plain, therefore, that 
the overseers’ list is the key of the whole system, if that 
be defective the defect can practically never be remedied, 
and great injustice must follow. And that these lists 
are utterly defective in many cases admits of no doubt. 
Witnesses speak of cases in which whole streets full of 
people appear on the jury book for years after the streets 
have ceased to exist. The clerk of the peace for the 
county of Hertford tells the committee that in many 
places the overseers never revise the lists at all, but 
simply copy them from year to year. The under-sheriff 
for Sussex stated that in the whole of that county, in- 
cluding Brighton, there are only 197 special jurors on 
the list, though, the same gentleman addéed, that to his 
own knowledge there must be four times that number in 
Brighton alone. From such a state of things as this of 
course it follows that the special jurymen who are 
on the list are necessarily called upon to serve so often 
as to make attendance a very serious burden. The re- 
commendations of the committee intended to remedy 
this evil are as follows :— 

That the jury lists ought to be prepared with greater care, 
and to contain the names of many persons who are now 
either legally, or through negligence, omitted ; and in order 
to ensure these objects, your committee recommend— ‘ 

That the overseers should be paid for their expenses 
in the preparation of the lists ; 

That the lists should be revised by the guardians of 
the poor before being sent to the justices ; 

That the overseers should be liable to a penalty for 
—_ in the preparation of the lists as well as for 
wilful misconduct ; 

And that the present exemptions from serving on 
juries should be carefully considered, that many of them 
ought to be abolished, and those retained should be defined 
a enumerated in some Act to be passed relating to the 
subject. 

That the special jury list should be separately revised 
by the guardians of the poor, and that much more care 
should be bestowed than at present, in order to include 
thereon persons qualified for special jurymen ; and that 
persons duly qualified by education and Eroperty, as well as 
esquires, bankers, and merchants, ought to be placed on the 
special jury list. 

Of these recommendations the only ones going 
directly to secure accuracy in the lists are—that the over- 
seers be paid for their work, and be subject tos 
penalty for negligence, and that the guardians revise 





lists are prepared by the churchwardens and overseers, 





their work. To these suggestions we are not inclined to 
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attach very much importance. The justices’ “ revision ” 
is confessedly a mere form. Why should we expect the 
guardians to be any better? As for penalties, do penalties 

+ make the overseers’ lists of voters accurate? The revising 
barristers would say,no. It is not easy to point out any 
efficient remedy for the existing evils, but we do not 
expect much from these suggestions. 

With respect to the peculiar hardships of special jurors 
in London and Middlesex, the witnesses agree for the 
most part in attributing them to the fact that special 
juries are there summoned not under the Common Law 
Procedure Act in a panel, but specially for each case. 
The consequence is that the jurorssummoned for a given 
case may be kept waiting about the courts day after day 
in idleness on the chance of their case coming on, and 
there may be any number of such jurors waiting, yet all 
the time there may be a lack of jurymen to try any 
particular case which may be called on, for the jurymen 
summoned for any other case cannot be called on to serve. 
What the committee suggest upon this subject is in 
accordance with the views of such of the judges and 
officers of the courts as have been examined, and of most, 
though not all, of the other witnesses. They propose 
that the mode of summoning special jurors for the trial 
of causes in London and Middlesex should be assimilated 
to that provided by “ The Common Law Procedure Act, 
1852,” for the trial of causes in other parts of England. 
And that a panel of not less than thirty jurymen in each 
court should be returned each sittings for Middlesex and 
London for the trial of all special juries, and that special 
jurymen summoned for any one court be liable to serve, 
in case of necessity, in any of the other courts. We be- 
lieve that such a change as this would be found a very 
great relief to those liable to be summoned as special 
jurors. 

Upon the question of remuneration the committee ad- 
vise that the remuneration of special aud common jury- 
men be made “per diem,” and not by cause, and that 
such remuneration be at the rate of one guinea a day for 
special, and ten shillings a day for common jurymen. 
How far such an increase of remuneration as this may 
induce jurors to attend when summoned it is very diffi- 
cult to judge, but the change would certainly be in the 
right direction, and the experience of compensation 
juries is encouraging. In their case the pay is practically 
two guineas, one for the case, and one for a view; and 
the witnesses seem to agree that there is never any diffi- 
culty in making a jury, but, on the contrary, that jury- 
men make a trade of the thing. 

The remaining suggestions of the committee either re- 
late to matters of mere details, or else are too vague to en- 
ble us to form muchopinion upon them. They advise that 
the practice of relieving persons liable to serve as grand 
jurymen from the duty of serving as common or special 
jurymen ought to be abolished; aud that their services 
as grand jurymen ought only to count as service as jury- 
men; that the names be taken by rotation from the jury- 
list, and that no one be called upon to serve a second 
time until the whole list be fairly and fully exhausted; 
that a notice of not less than four days be given to every 
juryman summoned to attend the sittings of the Courts; 
that vo juryman be summoned, as now frequently hap- 
pens, to serve in more than one court on the same day; 
that the ordinary attendance of jurymen ought not to 
exceed one week at atime; and that better accommoda- 
tion than at present exists in most courts of justice ought 
to be provided for jurymen. In that last recommenda- 
tion we fully concur. But at present there is no toler- 
able accommodation for any class of persons in or about 
any of our courts, and we fear there is a poor chance for 
jurymen at present. 





JUDICIAL STATISTICS. 
Part II. 
(Continued.) 
In the Court of Chancery a rather moderate increase 
of business appears to have been disposed of during the 





—=—=—= 
year ending the Ist of November, 1867. The number 
causes, &c., set down and waiting for hearing at 
commencement of the year was 616; in 1866 the num. 
ber was only 499. During the year 2,270 were set down 
as against 2,252 in 1866 ; 2,099 were heard during the 
year, 206 were otherwise disposed of, and 581 remaingj 
at the end of the year. In 1866 the remanets were 622, 
The registrars’ returns show that 11,849 orders mag 
on petitions and motions were drawn during the Year, 
and that the number in 1866 was 11,484. The Lon 
Chancellor sat 91 days, the Lord Chancellor and Lords 
Justices 20 days, the Lords Justices 137 days, the Master 
of the Rolls 151 days, the three Vice-Chancellors 169, 
167, and 169. Inu 1866 the numbers were: The Lor 
Chancellor 74, the Lord Chancellor and Lords Justices 
14, the Lords Justices 127, the Master of the Rolls 164, 
the three Vice-Chancellors each 168. The total number 
of days was greater in 1867 by 21. 

The number of orders drawn by the registrars ip 
1867 was 13,328, and the amount of the fees collected 
thereon by stamps was £15,048 14s, In the previous 
year the number of orders was 12,789, and the amount 
of fees £14,206. 

During the year one case only was tried with a jury, 
and two without a jury. 

The proceeds in the chambers of the Master of the 
Rolls and the three Vice-Chancellors show a considerable 
increase. Summonses numbered 26,747 as against 
23,292 in the previous year; 17,616 orders were made in 
chambers as against 15,416 in 1866. The amount of 
debts proved was £12,490,346; in 1866 the amount of 
debts proved was £9,613,909; and the amount of receipts 
in the numerous accounts passed during the year is very 
much larger than in 1866. There were 378 winding-up 
orders pending at the end of the year; in 1866 the num- 
ber was 260. 

The number of suits instituted, as well by bill as by 
special case and summons, was 3,650; the number in 
1866 was 3,490. The Record and Writ Clerks collected 
in fees the sum of £33,544, being £3,479 more than in 
1866. These fees are collected by means of stamps. 

In the Examiner’s office 431 witnessss were examined, 
as against 397 in the previous year. 

The petitions presented to the Court were not so nu- 
merous asin 1866, being 2,788, as against 3,077 in 1866, 
Of these the winding-up petitions were 253 in 1867, and 
341 in 1866. There were also presented at the Rolls 
4,139 petitions for orders of course. 

The returns from the Taxing Masters’ Office show that 
7,287 bills were taxed, and 3,162 allocutions made; in 
1866 there were 6,842 bills taxed. 

The amount of fees in the Taxing Masters’ Office was 
£24,841 19s. 6d.; in the preceding year the total amount 
of fees was £23,210 14s, The amount of the costs taxed 
was £815,450 5s. 4d, as against £788,789 10s. 11d. in 
the previous year. 

The returns from the office of the Masters in Lunacy 
and the Registrar in Lunacy exhibit a slight decrease in 
this branch of the business of the Court of Chan- 
cery. 

The Accountant-General of the Court of Chancery re- 
ceived during the year in cash and securities £17,048,862, 
and paid out £16,542,127; in 1866 he received 
£19,733,378, and paid out £19,229,726. The amount 80 
paid in was placed to the credit of 27,673 accounts, and 
there were 47,354 cheques drawn. The 
£483,270 1s. 2d, stock standing to the credit of the Suitors’ 
Fund, and being part of the Surplus Interest Fund, has 
been sold to raise £438,000, under the authority of the 
8th section of the Courts of Justice Building Act, 1865. 
From the statement of the Suitors’ Fee Fund, it appears 
that: the sum levied on the suitors was £112,601 88. 6d. 
The funds of the suitors of the Coyrt of Chancery in the 
books of the Accountant-General consisted in 1867 of 
£58,721,864 4s. 9d. securities and £3,307,608 10s, 11d. 
cash, and in 1866 of £58,299,326 19s, 5d. securities 
£3,223,410 5s. 6d. cash. 
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ARE AE I — _ 
In the Court of Chancery of the County Palatine of 
Lancaster the number of suits originated was 227 as 
against 177 in 1866, and the number heard during the 
was 168 as against 121 in 1866. 
In the High Court of Admiralty the number of causes 
ding at the commencement of the year was 207, and 
594 were instituted during the year, making 801 in all ; 
in 1866 the total number was 837, showing a decrease 
in 1867 of 63 causes. There were 186 judgments, the num- 
ber in 1866 having been 216. The Court sat on 117 
days, being 30 days less than in 1866, and the propor- 
tion of business done was less in 1867 than in 1866. 
The amount of stamp duty paid to the Inland Revenue 
through the Court of Admiralty was £11,250 10s. The 
amount in 1866 was £11,077 5s. 

Petitions were filed in the Court for Divorce and 
Matrimonial Causes in 321 cases, being 15 more than in 
the previous year. The Court has now existed ten years, 
and in that period the number of petitions filed has been 
$,072, being an average of 307 for each year; during 





solution of marriage, and 213 for judicial separation, 
In 1867 the fees received amounted to £2,512 16s. the 
amount in 1866 was £2,596 13s. 

In the Court of Probate 14,326 probates and adminis- 
trations were granted in 1867, and 14,367 in 1866; 
those granted in the district registries numbered 22,873 
in 1867, and 22,568 in 1866. The value under which 
properties were sworn in London and the district 
registries was £92,302,570; in 1866 this total was 
£93,184,794. 

The total number of suits in the Ecclesiastical Courts 
in 1867 was 14 as against 16 in 1866, and 23 in 1865. 

The number of appeals entered before the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council was 101, being 19 more 
than in 1867. Of the appeals in this court, 51 were 
heard and determined, and 3 dismissed. The number of 
appeals lodged since the Ist of June, 1860, which re- 
mained for hearing in 1867, was 230. Notwithstanding 
the late additions to the members of this tribunal the 
arrears increase in an arithmetical ratio which might, 
from the experience of previous years, be calculated with 
facility. What is to be the end of the delays in this 
coart it is impossible to say, but it cannot be doubted 
that unless it sits more frequently, and gets through a 
larger amount of business than heretofore, the block 
will become a question for serious consideration. 

In the House of Lords the number of appeals entered 
was 59 as against 66 in the previous year ; 8 were with- 
drawn, and 17 were dismissed for want of prosecution. 
In 1867 41 judgments were delivered, including causes 
heard in the previous session, and standing over for judg- 
ment, as against 42 in 1866. The total number of causes 
heard was 40, and 42 remained for hearing, being, as 
usual, about the amount of a years’ work in arrear. 

There can be no doubt, looking at these returns, that 
the business of the Court of Chancery is on the increase, 
although in 1867 the amount of that increase was 
moderate. In the remaining courts there is not that 
continued increase of business which experience would 
lead us to expect, but if the Privy Council or the House 
of Lords should happily overtake its work, not even the 
profession will complain that the business of either of 
these courts is on the decline. 





LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
31 & 82 VICTORIA. 

Cap. OXIX.—An Act to amend the law relating to rail- 
ways. 
The Regulation of Railways Act, 1868, is designed to 

remedy some of the gravest abuses in the management 

of railway companies regarded as companies, and the 
hardships which have been thereby inflicted upon the 
shareholders and upon the creditors of the company. 

It also introduces a number of changes in the law regu- 


as carriers of goods or passengers; with clauses upon 
other miscellaneous subjects. 

For the protection of the shareholders and other per- 
sons interested in the company it is enacted—first (sec- 
tions 1—5), that every company must, seven days before 
its half-yearly meeting, issue full statements of accounts 
in the forms given in the schedule; and these forms are 
sufficient to show the real condition of the company far 
more satisfactorily than any hitherto in use. The state- 
ments must be signed by the chairman and accountant; 
and any falsification of accounts will be punishable 
either upon indictment or upon summary conviction; and 
any default in issuing such accounts will subject the 
company to a penalty of five pounds a day. 
Secondly—the Board of Trade is empowered (sections 
6—9) to appoint inspectors to examine into the affairs 
of the company, upon the application of the directors, or 
of the holders of two-fifths of the ordinary stock, or of 
half the mortgage and debentures, or of two-fifths of the 
preference capital, where the preference capital amounts 
to one-third of the whole share capital. The application 
(section 7) must be supported by such evidence as the 
Board may require. And the inspectors when appointed 
are to have very full powers (section 8) to take evidence 
upon oath, and require the production of books, and other 
powers necessary for the purposes of their inquiry. The 
inspectors (section 9) are to report to the Board of Trade 
and to the company. Power is further given to a gene- 
ral meeting of a company to appoint inspectors with 
powers and duties similar to those appointed by the 
Board of Trade. . 

Thirdly—with respect to auditors, it is enacted (sec- 
tion 12) that the Board of Trade may, on the applica- 
tion of the directors, or of a general meeting, appoint an 
extra auditor in addition to the ordinary auditors, whose 
powers and duties shall be the same as those of the other 
auditors. And where there are three auditors who 
differ in opinion, the dissentient auditor is to issue to 
the shareholders a report of his views. 

Fourthly—section 13 empowers any company which 
in the preceding year has paid three per cent. on its 
ordinary stock, by resolution, to divide its ordinary stock 
into preferred ordinary stock and deferred ordinary 
stock; and the section makes elaborate provision for 
carrying this operation into effect. 

The second part of the Act professes to deal with the 
obligations and liabilities of companies as carriers. And 
the first clause of this part (section 14) is a very strange 
one. It enacts that—“ where a company by through 
booking contracts to carry goods, &c., from place to place, 
partly by railway and partly by sea, or partly by canal 
and partly by sea, a condition exempting from liability 
for perils of the seas, &c., shall, if published, &c.,in the 
office where such booking is effected, and if printed, 
&e., on the receipt or freight-note, be valid as part of 
the contract as if the company had signed and delivered 
to the consignor a bill of lading containing such condi- 
tion.” Now, we are wholly at a loss to understand this 
section. Either the sea portion of such a broken journey 
is within the provisions of the Railway and Canal Trafiic 
Act, or itis not. If it is not, then before the present 
Act the case was governed by the rules of the common 

law (for the Carriers Act relates to land carriage only: 
see Le Conteur v. London and South Western Railway 
Company, 14 W. R. 80). And at common law a condi- 
tion on a freight note has plainly the same effect as a 
condition in a bill of lading: see Wilton v. Royal At- 
lantic, S'c., Company, 9 W. R. 748. And upon this view 
the present enactment is needless. But if the case is 
within the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, then this sec- 
tion does not go far enough. It says that the condition 
shall take effect “as if the company had signed and de- 
livered to the consignor a bill of lading containing such 
conditions.” But conditions in a contract so signed 
would have no effect whatever. In order to make them 
valid under the Act they must, first, be reasonable, and 





lating the dealings of such companies with the public 








secondly, be signed, not by the company, but by the con- 
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signor. We shall be curious to see how the Courts deal 
with this section. Nor does section 16 make the diffi- 
culty less. That section deals with steamers kept by rail- 
way companies. It enacts that traffic by them shall be 
subject to the principle of the equality clauses, and that 
through tickets shall show how much of the aggregate 
fare is for railway carriage and how much for the 
steamer. And it says that “the provisions of the Rail- 
way and Canal Traffic Act, so far as the same are ap- 
plicable, shall extend to the steam vessels and to the 
traffic carried on thereby.” If, therefore, any operation 
is given to the earlier section, the result would seem to 
be that where a company carry partly by land and partly 
by sea they may limit their liability at sea, by notice 
without the consignor’s signature, but if they carry 
wholly by sea they cannot. This can hardly have been 
intended. 

In the same part of the Act are to be found section 
15, which requires a table of fares to be posted up in 
each station; section 17 binding the company, if re- 
quired, to give particulars of any charge on goods, 
showing how much is for carriage and how much 
is for collection and delivery, &c.; section 18 pro- 
viding that where two railways are worked by the 
same company they shall count distances continuously 
on both; section 19 imposing the same penalty if an en- 
gine fails to consume its own smoke through default of 
the company’s servants, as if it were not constructed to 
do so; section 20, which, in very ill chosen language, re- 
quires “smoking compartments for each class” to be 
provided “ in every passenger train where there are more 
carriages than one of each class.’ If a train consists of 
one first class carriage, one second, and two third, are 
the company bound to provide smoking compartments 
for anybody ? Can the Legislature have meant to say 
“ where there are more carriages than one of any class, 
smoking compartments shall be provided for that class ? ” 
Lastly, section 21 imposes a penalty upon a railway 
company letting a special train to, or stopping an or- 
dinary train elsewhere than at a station, to accommodate 
“any parties attending a prize fight.” Why parties ? 
Has the word any meaning, or is it mere vulgar slang 
for persons ? 

Under the heading “provisions for safety of pas- 
sengers,” we find section 22, requiring companies, from 
the Ist April next, in every passenger train running 
more than twenty miles without stopping, to have a 
means of communication between passengers and guard. 
Section 23 imposes a penalty of forty shillings upon any 
one trespassing on a railway after being warned off. 
And section 24 provides for the removal of trees en- 
dangering a line. 

As to compensation for injuries by accidents, part 4 
enacts (seetion 25) that the claimant and the company 
may jointly apply to the Board of Trade to appoint an 
arbitrator to assess the compensation. And (section 26) 
in any proceedings for compensation the judge or the 
arbitrator may order the person injured to be examined 
by a medical man. 

Part 5 of the Act deals with the subject of light rail- 
tr subjecting them to the regulations of the Board of 

e. 
Part 6 empowers the Board to appoint arbitrators 
whenjrequired. And this part also contains a clause 
(section 33) enabling either party to an arbitration, under 
the Lands Clauses Act, to have the coste taxed by a 
master of the Queen's Bench. 

The remainder of the Act, part 7,is headed miscella- 
neous, and contains a number of minor provisions of more 
orlessimportance. But by far the most important clauses 
in this part are sections 35 and 41 to 43. By section 35, 
when a company applies to Parliament, or to the Board 
of Trade, for additional powers, before the second read- 
ing of the bill or application for the certificate the bill 
or draft certificate is to be laid before a general meeting 
specially called for the purpose, and shall not be pro- 
ceeded with unless approved by the holders of three- 
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fourths of the capital represented at the meeting ; ay 
the result of the voting is to be laid before Parliamey 
or the Board of Trade, as the case may be. Now, ag ty 
certificates of the Board of Trade, these provisions 
be more or less intelligible. But in the case of a 
what will be the consequences of neglecting them? }, 
penalty is imposed. Will it be a misdemeanour in 
one, and if so in whom, to disobey this section? If 
what is its effect? What is wanted could be effeota 
in a moment by a standing order in each House of Pg. 
liament. 

Sections 41 to 43 provide that in cases in which, 
the Lands Clauses Act, compensation is directed to be 
assessed by a jury, application may be made by either 
party to a judge, who may direct the case to be tried ip 
a superior court instead. But here again the langnage 
used is utterly obscure. Section 41 says, “* Whenever jp 
the case of any lands purchased any ques. 
tion of compensation in respect thereof, or any question 
of compensation in respect of lands injuriously affected 
ila is, kc.” Do these words apply toa case in 
which lands are injuriously affected but no lands are 
taken ? 

On the whole, we think that this Act will be found 
useful. It would have been more soif its language had 
been more intelligible ; but it is one of the very worst 
drawn Acts of Parliament we have ever met with, 








COURTS. 


COUNTY COURTS. 
GREENWICH. 
(Before Mr. Pirr Taytor, Judge.) 
Oct. 9.—Bishop v. Turner. 

This action was brought by the plaintiff against the de. 
fendant, a builder, for damage to the plaintiff’s bonnet and 
velvet mantle occasioned bythe negligence of the defendant's 
servant, and for which she claimed £4 damages. 

The case stood over for consideration, and the following 
judgment was this day delivered by the learned judge :— 

Miss Bishop, the plaintiff in this suit, was walking ina 
public highway close to a spet where five houses were in the 
course of erection, when suddenly some dirty water fell 
upon her and utterly spoiled her bonnet and velvet mantle, 
She could not see how the accident occurred, but the water 
obviously came from the scaffolding. Understanding that 
Mr. Turner was building these houses, she has brought her 
action against him, and the question I have to determine is 
whether the action be maintainable or not. Two points 
arise. First, can the plaintiff succeed without giving any 
direct proof of negligence? This, at one time, would have 
been regarded as a fatal objection, but a more sensible doc 
trine now prevails, and negligence may sometimes be in- 
ferred from the mere happening of an accident. Thus, 
where a man was hurt by a barrel of flour falling on him 
out of a warehouse window while he was walking in the 
street below, the Court held that it was unnecessary for 
him, in suing the warehouseman for negligence, to prove 
what aetually occasioned the fall of the barrel. The 
accident was one which, in the ordinary course 
things, did not happen to those who used proper care 
in the management of their business, and therefore it 
afforded in itself reasonable evidence of negligence in the 
absence of any explanation by defendant. See Byrnev. 
Boodle, 12 W. R. 280, 2 H. & OC. 722; Scott v. Londo 
Dock Company, 13 W. R. 99, Ex. Ch. 410, 3 H. & C. 596; 866 
also Skinner v. London and Brighton Railway Company, 5 
Ex. R. 787, and — on Evidence, s. 150a. 5th ed. "These 
authorities are amply sufficient to justify me in deciding the 
first point in favour of the plaintiff. The second is a more 
difficult question, and is one respecting which different 
opinions may well be entertained by different porsons. I 


not here allude to the law, for the law is tolerably well 


understood; but I refer to the special application of the 
law to the facts of the case. I hate already stated that the 
defendant was sued because he was supposed to be the 
builder of the houses, the plaintiff having been advised 
acton the legal maxim Qui facit per alium facit per se. NOW, 
in cases like the present, this maxim only applies where 

relationship of master and servant has sabelsted between the 
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t and the person through whose negligence the in- 

- a been posh A man is in general uot liable for 

e occasioned by the carelessness of another man who 

stands towards him in the relation of a contractor or sub- 
contractor. : ‘ : 

Thus far the law, leaving the lawyer or. jur an to 
determine what constitutes service as distinguished from a 
contract, and to say in each case, according to the circum- 
stances proved, who is the servant and who is the contractor. 
This task is often a sufficiently easy one. For instance, a 

tleman employs a builder to erect a house for him at a 

ed price; the builder, of course, is a contractor 
and not a servant. Again, a railway company 
contract under seal with a firm of excavators 
to make a portion of their line. The excavators 
canin no sense be called servants, (See Reedie v. London 
and North-Western Railway Company, 3 Ex. R. 244). Again, 
a butcher having bought a bullock at Smithfield, engages a 
licensed drover to drive the beast home. The drover, as 
carrying on an independent business, has been regarded | 
the judges as a contractor. (Milligan v. Wedge, 12 A. & E. 
737). The examples just given are simple enough; but 
occasionally a case occurs in which it becomes necessary to 
consider with much care all the circumstances proved. The 
resent, in my judgment, issuch a case. The defendant, as 
it appeared at the trial, is a builder by trade, who had re- 
cently taken a lease of the spot in question, and undertaken 
thereby to erect upon it a row of houses. In carrying out 
this undertaking he had employed a master bricklayer 
named King to build the brickwork skeletons of five 
houses at a fixed sum per rod. King worked under a ver- 
bal agreement, and was paid at intervals during the pro- 
gress of the work, but he employed what men he liked 
under him, and paid them himself. He had nothing to do 
with the carpenters’ or masons’ or plasterers’ work; but the 
defendant intended, when the buildings were sufficiently 
advenced, to engage men who followed those respective 
trades to complete the houses for him. On the foregoing 
facts I have come tothe conclusion, after some hesitation, 
that King ought to be regarded not as an independent con- 
trretor, but as a servant engaged by the job. He was not 
following a distinct calling, like the drover, but carrying on 
a kind of subordinate business to that of a builder, which 
was exercised by defendant. His engagement was simply 
by parol, and his remuneration was not a lump sum for the 
whole work, but a sum varying in amount acccrding to the 
quantity of work finished. In short, I cannot draw any 
sensible distinction between his position and that of any 
other servant who executes piece work. It is true that the 
oar ye he employed were in one sense his servants, for he 
ired them and paid them their wages; but still, in the 
eyeof the law, they were also the servants of the de- 
fendant—that is, if King himself could be included in 
that category. This is clear from several authorities. 
See Sadler v. Henlock, 3 W. R. 181, 4 El. & Bl. 578, per 

rompton, J.; Wiggett v. For, 5 W. R. 254; 11 Ex. R. 832. 
The last case cited confirms me in my view that King ought to 
be considered as the defendant’s servant. There the defea- 
dant, having contracted to erect a tower at the Crystal 
Palace, made a sub-contract with a man named Moss to do 
by piece-work particular portions of the hoisting and fixing 
the materials. Moss employed Hoggett, and he was unfor- 
tunately killed through the euclaniaans of one of Fox’s 
servants. Hoggett’s widow thereupon brought an action 

st Fox,but the Court nonsuited her, on the ground that 

oss and his workmen were the servants of the defendant, 
and consequently fellew-servants with the man who caused 
the death. In this case Pollock, C.B., put the following 
question to the counsel who was arguing in favour of the 
— without eliciting any reply. “ Suppose,’’ said hls 
rdship, ‘a builder, who agrees to erect a house, makes 
Separate contracts with other persons to complete certain 
portions of the works, as, for instance, with a bricklayer, a 
carpenter, and a plumber, are not the persons employed by 
the latter, the servants of the builder ?” (11 Ex, 834, 835). 
Baron Martin, too, observes, p. 836, “ Moss was not a sub- 
contractor in the sense that an action would lie against him 
a stranger.” I will only refer to one more autho- 
nity, and that is the case of Blake v. Thirst, 11 W. R. 
1034, which was decided in 1863, and which, as far 
as I know, is the last decision on the subject. There 
the defendant, a builder, contracted to make a sower, 
and verbally underlet to A. the excavation and brickwork 
ata fixed price per rod, including fencing, watching, and 
lighting. A. was to have the entire superintendence of the 





work, and the workmen were engaged by A. who paid them 
by time, having his own eee The excavation having 
been left unlighted, the plaintiff fell into it and was injured ; 
on these facts the Court held that the defendant (the builder) 
was liable, as A. was enly a servant of his. This case ap- 
pears to me a very strong authority in favour of the plaintiff, 
and as such I shall act uponit. Judgment may be entered 
for the amount claimed. 


‘WANDSWORTH. 
(Before H. J. Sonor, Esq., Judge.) 
Oct. 13.—Smith v. Piller 

The law as to notice to leave between domestic servants and 
their employers, 

This was a claim for a month’s wages by a domestic ser- 
vant. She had gone into the service on the 2nd of July, 
and, noi liking the place, she gave notice on the 15th of her 
intention to leave when a month from the commencement of 
the service had expired. Onthe 3rd of August she left, and 
the defendant refused her wages, on the ground that she 
had only served a fortnight since she had given notice, and 
that she ought to serve another fortnight to make up the 
month. 

Mr. Ody, for the plaintiff, said that as this was the first 
month of the service, plaintiff need not have given any no- 
tice, either party being at liberty to terminate the engage- 
ment at the end of the month. That was Mr. Pitt Taylor’s 
view of the law, but let that be as it might, there was no de- 
fence to this action. If the defendant had been damnified 
by plaintiff's insufficient notice, his remedy was by an action 
against her for damages. 

Mr. Sronor said he was aware that Mr. Pitt Taylor 
held peculiar views on*this subject. With regard to the 
first month the learned judge at the Lambeth Court held 
that it was “essentially probationary.” There had been no 
case on thepoint in a superior court, and he (Mr. Stonor) had 
therefore consulted several of his brethren on the bench, and 
they differed from Mr. Pitt Taylor, holding’ that the law as 
administered at Lambeth was entirely exceptional. That, 
however, was not the point at issue in this case. On the 
facts before him he must give judgment for the plaintiff for 
the amount claimed, with costs. 

[It will be seen from the next case that Mr. Ody has 
slightly misapprehended Mr. Pitt Taylor’s view of the law ; 
and that, although Mr. Stonor differs from Mr. Pitt Taylor 
as to the notice necessary during the first month, the fore- 
going case would have been decided in precisely the same 
manner at Lambeth. ] 


LAMBETH. 
(Before J. Prrr Taytor, Esq., Judge.) 
Oct. 20.—Hull v. Murby. 

The plaintiff, a domestic servant, claimed a month’s 
wages in lieu of notice. It appeared that the plaintiff went 
into the service in August last, and at the end of three 
weeks was discharged on the ground of incompetence, with- 
out notice, but with the whole month’s wages. The plain- 
tiff’s view of the matter was that she was entitled to stay a 
month and then to have a month’s notice, or a month's 
wages. The defendant’s view was that a servant might be 
discharged at any time during the first month on paying the 
wages for that month. 

Mr. Pirr Taytor said both parties had mistaken the law. 
The first fortnight was in fact the test of the fitness of the 
parties for each other, and at any time during that period 
either of them might give notice to terminate the engage- 
ment at the end of the month. If the ies did not dis- 
cover their unfitness for each other until after the expira- 
tion of a fortnight, they were thea bound to give a month’s 
notice. In this case it had taken the mistress three weeks 
to discover the maid’s incapacity, and a month’s notice, 
therefore, had become necessary, but as a month’s wages 
had been paid, and only three week’s service rendered, the 
plaintiff was entitled to make up the month's wages in lieu 
of a month’s notice. The judgment was therefore for three 
weeks’ wages, 

Moss v. Whitmore. 
Service of summons. 

This was a claim by Mr. Alfred Moss, an attorney, for 
work done. The summons was inst “ E. Whitmore,” 
described as a beerseller, and the bailiff endorsed his es 
having served the summons on “Mrs. Whitmore.” % 
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Moss said he intended to sue Mrs. Whitmore, and asked his 
Honour to amend the summons by adding “ widow.” 

Mr. Prrr Taytor said he could not do anything of the 
kind. The summons was addressed to “ E. Whitmore,” and 
with nothing to show that a female was intended. The pre- 
sumption was always that a male was meant, unless the con- 
trary was stated. The cause must be struck out, the sum- 
mons not having been properly served, through the insuffi- 
ciency of the instructions furnished by the plaintiff. 


ABERGAVENRY. 
(Before J. M. Hersert, Esq, Judge.) 
Oct. 15.—Jones v. Jones. 
Suit for Administration, 

A. by his will gave leaseholds for years to B. for life, re- 
mainder to anumber of persons, and appointed C. executor. 
B. having died, D., one of the persons entitled in remainder, 
institutes this suit against C., as executor, for an administra- 
tion decree. 

Bill dismissed, upon the ground that the executor havin 
assented to the life estate, the persons in remainder were al 
legally entitled, and that nothing remained in the executor 
to administer. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Gzorcr Dunpas, an advocate of the Scottish bar, has 
been appointed one of the Lords of Session in Scotland, in 
the room of John Marshall, Esq. (Lord Currichill), resigned. 
Mr. Dundas will assume the courtesy title of Lord Manor. 
The new judge became a member of the Scottish Faculty of 
Advocates in 1826, and has been for some time Vice-Dean 
of the Faculty. He has served for many pears as Sheriff of 
Selkirkshire. He took his seat on Tuesday last. 


Mr. Tuomas Warp Bxaag, solicitor, of St. Albans (firm 
Blagg & Edward), has been appointed to the Registrarship 
of the County Court of St. Albans, vacant by the death of 
Mr. William Balcombe Simpson. Mr. Blagg was certi- 
ficated in Trinity Term, 1827, and has for nearly forty years 
held the offices of Town Clerk and Clerk of the Peace in 
the borough. 


Mr. Micnart Harrison, Q.C., Solicitor-General for Ire- 
land, has been appointed a judge of the Court of Bankruptcy 
in Ireland, in succession to the Hon. Walter Berwick, who 
perished in the Abergele railway disaster. Mr. Harrison 
was called to the bar in Ireland in Trinity Term, 1849, and 
became a Queen’s Counsel in February, 1863. He wasap- 
pointed Solicitor-General for Ireland in October, 1867. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Sir,—Would you or your correspondents kindly assist me 
in fixing upon a course of study preparatory to the final 
examination in the three branches of common law, equity, and 
conveyancing, pointing out the best books upon these sub- 
jects; and so oblige one who desires to avoid all “ cram- 
ming,” but yet to confine himself to what is necessary to 


master the subjects named ? ARTICLED CLERK. 





Are WomEN “Men”? 

Sir,—On the question of the right of women to vote under 
the Reform Act of 1867, several judgments (and some of 
them very able judgments‘ have been delivered by revising 
barristers, most of them against the right. Without mean- 
ing any disparagement to the careful and able arguments 
that have been addressed to the revision courts by the agents 
in the several cases, it appears to me that much may yet be 
usefully said upon the subject, and I propose to address to 
you some further arguments in support of the women’s 
claim. I need not say that I throw aside all questions as to 
the propriety or impropriety, the policy or impolicy, of 
giving the electoral right to women. What we have to dis- 
cuss is the construction of an Act of Parliament—nothing 
more, and nothing less ; and I shall confine myself strictly 
te legal argument. 

Now, in the first place it appears to me that a great deal 
too much stress has been laid by the advocates of the 
women’s right upon old dicta, and even upon old decisions 
and facts ; and it appears to me also, with great deference to 





=a 
the revising barristers, that they have expended an almog 
unnecessary amount of judicial acumen in sifting those lg 
authorities. It may, and 1 think must be, conceded thy 
some centuries ago the right of women to vote was, in somp 
cases, recognised, and that there were instances, though 
few, of women actually voting. But it must also be con. 
ceded that the right never was exercised, or even thought 
for two centuries preceding the Act of 1832, and that from 
the date of that Act down to 1867 it was expressly abro. 
gated. The argument, therefore, to be drawn from 
old authorities and very sparse practice is perfectly worth. 
less for the purpose of establishing an actual right prior to 
the Act of 1867. An argument of some kind, quantum 
valeat, may perhaps be founded upon them (with reference to 
the construction of the Act of 1867), to which I will pre. 
sently allude ; but, as a positive argument, I admit at once 
that it is not worth the trouble that the revising barristery 
have taken to demolish: it. 

The arguments for the right of women to vote must, I 
precios » be founded principally, if not exclusively, upon 
the internal custom of the Act of 1867, with the light 
thrown upon it by the Act of 1832 and the Act of 1850, 
which last is of course (so far as the interpretation clause jg 
concerned) incorporated with the Act of 1867. 

Let me now, therefore, proceed to analyse these Acts. In 
the Act of 1832 the Legislature used the words “ male per. 
son.” At that time there was no General Interpretation Act, 
and the words ‘‘male person” could have but one signifi. 
cation—the male as distinguished from the female of the 
genus “man.” In the Act of 1867 the Legislature has 
thought fit to depart from that language and to use the word 
‘man.’ Now, I believe I am right in saying that, in con- 
struing Acts of Parliament, we are bound to presume that 
the Legislature does not use language loosely or carelessly, 
but that when it uses a specific word, it attaches to ita 
meaning ; and we must presume that when the Legislature 
uses words different from those used in a previous statute 
made in part materia, it does so scienter, and that it attaches 
to the new words a meaning differing in some respect from 
the meaning of the word previeusly used. When, therefore, 
the Legislature pane the words “male person” ina 
statute made in pari materia, and adopted the word ‘‘man,” 
it must have intended something different (I do not say at 
aa how far different) from ‘male person.” That, at 
east, is one of the rules of construction applied not only to 
Acts of Parliament, but to wills and deeds, as every lawyer 
knows. Now, if the Legislature had itself put a Parliamen- 
tary construction upon the word ‘‘ man,” all difficulty 
might have been, perhaps, avoided. But it has not done so. 
From first to last there is not a word of explanation in the 
Act of 1867 as to what Parliament specifically intended by 
the use of the word ‘‘man.” ‘We are therefore thrown 
back (as in all such cases) for the construction of the word 
upon its meaning according to the usage and practice of the 
English language as used and practised by educated writers 
and speakers ; and there cannot be a doubt that, ning the 
usage and practice of the English language as the standard, 
the word “‘man” is a word of double meaning. It may, 
according to the circumstances to which it is applied, mean 
man in a generic sense, man male and female, or it may 
mean man male only. Innumerable instances of this 
double meaning of the word might be cited. I will refer 
only to two, as examples. Ifa philosophical writer were to 
say, ‘‘ Manisa rious animal,” every educated person 
would understand him as speaking of the genus homo, 
man male and female. On the other hand, if one were to 
say, ‘Sir R. Napier ordered his men to storm Magdala, 
no one would suppose that women were spoken of. Tho 
word man, therefore, as used in the Act, is capable of a 
double meaning, and in construing the Act, we have to se 
whether there is anything in the circumstances to which it 
applies to induce the adoption of one construction rather 
than the other, 

And here the arguments are very closely balanced. On 
the one side there is the argument that, as the right has 
never been exercised for a very long period, Parliament cam 
hardly have intended to introduce it by the use of an aml- 
biguous word ; but then the answer to that is, that the right 
is proved to have once existed, thdugh it has fallen into 
desuetude, so that Parliament would be rather rehabilitating 
an old right than creating an entirely new right. On the 
other hand, there is the argument that the general intention 
of the Act, to be collected from its provisions, is to et 
the franchise—an intention which would be carried into 
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effect by giving the word man its widest signification, 
while an opposite construction would tend to contract and 
defeat that general intention. 

Ithas been argued, in some of the judgments delivered, 
that it would be absurd to suppose that Parliament in- 
tended to give the franchise to women. But in what does 
the absurdity consist? In the days of the East India 
Company women (if sufficient stockholders) voted for the 
appointment of the directors—that is, of the actual 

vernors of our Indian Empire. At this day women 

holders in companies vote as well as men. Now, what 
is there more absurd in women voting for members of Par- 
liament than in their voting for the appointment of the 
de facto Governor of the whole of India? Besides, what is 
and what is not absurd is a matter of opinion as to which it 
would be quite impossible to produce satisfactory evidence. 
The conclusion to which, it appears to me, a lawyer must 
come if he had nothing but the body of the Act to guide 
him (without reference to the Interpretation Act) is that the 
Act is as nearly as possible a blank as to which of the 
interpretations of the word ‘* man” the Legislature intended. 
There is nothing in the Act, or in the circumstances to 
which the Act applies, to show that the Legislature in- 
tended to include females, and nothing to show that it 
intended to exclude them ; and then we have, in that state 
of doubt, to look to the interpretation clause, which the Act 
has incorporated with itself, and we have to inquire whether 
there is any express provision against the application of the 
interpretation clause. Now, not only is there no express 
provision against it, but there is a strong presumption, 
arising from the language of the Act of 1867 itself, that the 
Legislature did not intend to control the operation of the 
interpretation clause; because the Act of 1867 has an inter- 
pretation clause of its own, which does not contain a word 
on the subject. It must in law be presumed, that while 
framing the interpretation clause of the Act of 1867, the 
Legislature had before it the Act of 1850; and yet, with 
that Act before it, it deliberately frames an interpretation 
clause, omitting all mention of any control or modification 
of the clause of the Act of 1850. Here, as upon other 
points, the argumentum ad absurdum has been relied upon, 


and the instance of the Mutiny Act has been quoted as con- 
Clusive to show how absurd would be the general application 


of the Act of 1850. The answer to that argument is two- 
fold. In the first place, the question is not whether the cir- 
cumstances to which the Mutiny Act is applied are such as to 
Make it absurd to construe the word ‘ men’’ to include 
“women,” but whether any of the circumstances to which the 
Reform Act applies are such as to make the application ab- 
surd. It might be that it would be absurd to apply the 
Interpretation Act to the Mutiny Act, but that on be no 
Teason why it should be absurd to apply it to the Reform 
Act. In the ,next place, the two Acts are of a totally dif- 
ferent character. The Reform Act purports to give rights 
to certain persons, and we have to find out who are those 
persons; the Mutiny Act gives no right to any of the Queen’s 
subjects to become soldiers; all that it does, is to give 
authority to the Queen to enlist and pay a certain number 
of men as soldiers ; and even if the Act of 1850 did apply, 
the Queen would not be bound to select women for soldiers. 
Ps that oe ate Act is, as it appears to me, quite out of 

€ question as showing any absurdity in applying the Act 
of 1850 to the act of 1867. ' 2 hetieibesta 

Finally, the whole and sole question is, I submit, this—Is 
or not the body of the Act ambiguous as to the meaning of 
the word “men?” Is or not the word, tested by the rules 
of the English language, capable of two meanings, and is 
there anything in the body of the Act itself to show clearly 
(with the aid of the Interpretation Act) which the Legisla- 
ture intended? And, pa is there anything in the Act 
itself, or in the circumstances to which it applies, to exclude 
the application of the Interpretation Act, in the absence of 
any express provision to that effect ? ' 

A CHANCERY BARRISTER. 





Tue Lecat Prorsssion, 

Sir,—Will you allow me to make a few comments upon 
the extract from the Pall Mall Gazette which appeared in 
the columns of the last number of your Journal. 

In starting let me say that I quite agree with the general 
pvemee there laid down, that the two branches of the 

w formed by counsel or barristers on the one hand and 
attorneys and solicitors on the other, are best separate 





and distinct. But my reasons for that conclusion differ 
most widely from those of the writer in the Pall Mall 
Gazette. 

Sir, the whole legal profession of to-day is very different 
to what it was a century ago. Judges are altered ; barris- 
ters are altered ; and attorneys are altered—and if you ask 
me why ? I answer, because the law itself has been altered. 
A hundred years ago the law was choked up with a number 
of harsh technical rules, which, although originated for the 
most laudable and purest motives, nevertheless, in process 
of time, caused the flow of justice to stagnate, and proved 
the law of England to be but the work of men. In that 
day there were nice and subtle distinctions between the 
forms of action which seemed to exist for no other purpose 
than to entrap the unhappy suitor into ruin. In that day 
the misspelling of a word, the omission of a letter, the most 
obvious mistake; the most trivial, the most petty cireum- 
stance was held sufficient fora nonsuit, which in only too 
many cases meant a denial of justice altogether. 

Is it surprising then that, the law abounding as it did 
with nice technical rules, lawyers should sometimes 
appear to quibble; that the law preferring form to sub- 
stance, and loving trifles as it once did, the lawyers 
who studied that law should sometimes attach undue weight 
to forms and what the world thought trifles. 

The fault lies in the system, not in the men. But the 
suitors paused not to discriminate: nor indeed could they 
be expected to. Theman who from affluence was reduced 
to beggary, was not disposed to scrutinize over closely to 
see where the fault was. His indignation was roused at the 
injustice, and he flung his censure upon the law and its 
administers alike. The poor attorney, with whom he was 
brought in closest contact, and upon whom consequently he 
looked as in some way the embodiment of the law, bore the 
brunt of his anger, and incurred, though most unjustly, the 
greatest share of condemnation. There was yet another 
cause. The attorney is the man who puts the law in 
motion, and hence he was (and is) hated, with a hatred how 
bitter! by the breaker of that law. The man who stole 
another’s handkerchief or estate, or, what is the same thing, 
wilfully withheld either from the rightful owner, and was 
compelled to restore it by an attorney ; or, to go less far, 
and take the “ respectable” man, the man of “fortune” 
and “position,” who, being far too wise to bring himself 
within the grasp of the criminal law, sought by the low arts 
of trickery, chicane, and fraud to gain a wrongful advan- 
tage over another, when such a man found all his cunning 
schemes frustrated by an attorney, he reeked forth his 
vengeance of slander upon him with a malignity and 
persistency that only his infamous nature was capable of— 
so that when honest men heard the samecry raised on every 
side (for the number of bad men was, and is, unhappily enly 
too large) they were led against their better natures to sup- 
pose that there was some foundations for those accusations. 
Even at the present day this cause exerts itself, only with 
infinitely less effect; for the common senes of mankind 
begins to show them at last the utter falsity of the charges. 
Yet so it was; the wronged and the wronging combined, 
though for very different reasons, to attack the professor of 
law. Thus the “lawyer” passed into a byword, and 
“attorney ’’ became a term of reproach. 

But, sir, consider—calmly and impartially consider—did 
the attorney really deserve the opinions which men once 
held of them? It always was (and still is) the duty of an 
attorney to serve his client in every possible method that 
lay in his power, provided only such method be consistent 
with right and justice. But what is right and justice? 
How are we to define it unless we say, right and justice is 
that which is prescribed and permitted by the laws ofthe 
land. If this be so (and who shall deny it ?) it must follow 
that to take every advantage on behalf of his client that the 
law offered was not only permitted, but actually imposed and 
enjoined on the attorney asa duty, And so we find in fact, 
it was; for had the attorney refused to seize every 
opportunity the law offered as it then stood, however mean 
and petty it might appear, he was liable to an action 
for damages at the suit of his client for a breach of his 
duty. 

And yet the attorney was not alone in what he did. The 
barrister acted in precisely the same manner. There was 
always this difference, however, viz., the law by no means 
compelled the barrister to do so, and did not expose him to 
action if he declined. Moreover, as the public were not 
brought into direct contact with them, they escaped the 
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opprobium that was heaped upon the less fortunate attor- 
ney. 

Bo it was. Happily it isall changed now. After many 
efforts, dating as far back as the reignof Henry VIII., the 
Legislature at last suceeeded, by means of the Common Law 
Procedure Acts, in sweeping away the accumulations of 
centuries ; and justice, who till then hid herself withina maze 
of subtilties and teehnicalities, came forth upon the plain to 
be accessible to all the realm. 

And, sir, what is the result? Surely this. That men 
now see and acknowledge that lawyers are just, true, and 
honourable men after all; and that the attorneys, whom 
they slandered upon their stages and libelled in their novels, 
are as just, as true, and as honourable men as their brethren 
at the bar. They are no longer looked upon as a lower 
class of men than their fellows the barristers ; their branch 
is no longer considered inferior in any way to what used to 
be called the higher branch of the profession. It is 
acknowledged that an attorney requires as much talent, 
learning, and liberality of mind as the barrister, although 
his talent may be of a different description, and his learning 
spread over many subjects instead of confined to one. They 
are recognised as the equals to their brethren of the bar in 
descent, in education, and in social position. Both branches 
originally spring from the same stem, and they frequently 
divide the sons of the same house to-day. 

In what then do they differ? Sir, the writer whom you 
quote himself supplies the answer. ‘ An attorney,” he says, 
‘* will refer at certain points to a barrister as naturally as the 
general practitioner will refer at a certain point to a consult- 
ing physician or surgeon who has made a study of particular 
diseases.” Precisely. The medical general practitioner, 
like the legal general practitioner, explores the whole field 
of his science, while the “ consulting physician or surgeon,” 
like the barrister, confines his attention to some particular 
point. Their learning differs not so much injthe amount as 
in the subject. While the one spreads his attention over the 
whole range of his science, the other consecrates all his 
powers upon some single division of it; and hence 
naturally is better acquainted with that division. It is 
altogether new to me, however, that the medical general 
practitioner is, as such, in any way inferior toa “ consulting 
physician or surgeon,” and I do not suppose that the writer 


really means to say he is. Thetruth seems to be, he has in- 
stituted a very just comparison without perceiving that it 
really cut away the ground from under his feet. 

The perusal of the extract produced, I confess, a very 


painful impression upon my mind. [I intended when I 
commenced this letter to have criticised it somewhat 
minutely. But I find I must forbear, lest in doing so I 
should descend to the illiberal spirit (to say the least) as 
that in which the article must have been written. As it is 
I shall merely point out two grave errors, and in as concise 
a way as possible. 

The first is to the effect that the solicitors and attorneys’ 
branch of the profession is the most money-making of the 
two. Iam sure it is quite new to attorneys and solicitors 
that ‘the appointments open to them are extremely lucrative 
and very numerous,” and as for the “ eminentmember” whom 
the Pall Mali Gazette “could mention” who threw up in 
indignation the affairs of a company which he had conducted 
because they offered him the salary of a puisne “ judge,” 
he is, in my candid opinion, the creature of the overwrought 
imagination of the too zealous writer. The fact is, there 
never was a greater mistake than to suppose that the 
attorneys and solicitors of the present day are money-making 
men. How rare a thing is it to find a rich solicitor. 
However talented he may be, he is bound down to an anti- 
quated scale of fees which, owing to the change in the value 
of money, are not a tenth part of what they were, so that 
while the architect or auctioneer can make his twenty 
guineas a day, and the barrister his twenty guineas in as 
many minutes, the solicitor can recover no more than the 
miserable pittance of two guineas per diem! One fourth, 
and sometimes even more, of a solicitor’s bill is composed of 
payments of hard cash out of pocket for stamps, court, and 
council fees &c., and after dedueting from the remainder a 
heavy tax, a fabulous office rent, clerks’ salaries and the like, 
there is left an amount of profit that will scarcely justify the 
a of Foon: lucrative.” But what can be 
more eloquent t the figures appearing in the of 
Mr. Jevons of Liverpool, which was printed in sunitinmeal 
for the 3rd inst. Is is there shown that in the space of 
thirty years (from 1837 to 1867) that the barristers “ have 





more than tripled in numbers, whilst the attorneys ang 
solicitors’’ have scarcely “increased at all.”’ I refer the 
writer whom you quote, if he should see this letter, and algo 
all to whom the subject may be of interest, to the paper 
mentioned, as also to a paper read by Mr. Turner before the 
Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, and printed 
in your journal for 23rd June, 1866. 

The next error is—but how shall I specify it? I rm 
through the whole passage you have quoted. There ig 
scarcely a single sentence which does not indicate the 
writer’s notion that attorneys are an extremely ignorant and 
inferior class of men, indeed mere machines in the hands of 
the barristers, and that they are constantly endeavouring 
to “pull down ” the latter to their own degraded condition, 

Perhaps, after all, sir, this singular production is due 
more from sheer ignorance of the subject than any premedi- 
tated intention to prevent truth. Its dogmatical and con. 
fident tone, too, seems to strengthen this supposition, for ig. 
norance and positiveness are invariably found together. [ 
hope it is so; for I would much rather have a gentleman 
display a want of knowledge than a want of courtesy. For 
a man to write upon a subject with which he is unacquainted, 
although foolish, is excusabie, but to deliberately defame an 
upright and honourable body of men, like the attorneys and 
solicitors of England, is what a gentleman would neither do 
himself nor pardon in another. Jed, 








IRELAND. 


RECORDER’S COURT, DUBLIN. 
Oct. 16.—Manders, Appellants ; Webb, Respondent. 

This was an appeal from the Lord Mayor's Court. The 
appellants are bakers in Dublin, and the respondent Deputy- 
Clerk of the Markets. The facts proved were as follows :—. 
A man named Phillips purchased a loaf at the bakery of 
Messrs. Manders & Co., by direction of the respondent. He 
asked for a 2 1b. loaf, and reeeived a loaf which he paid for 
as, and at the price of, a 21b. loaf. Phillips brought the 
loaf to the respondent, who weighed it, and found it weighed 
only 1Ib. 15 oz. A summons to the Lord Mayor’s Court 
was then} issued charging Messrs. Manders with, first, 
selling bread under weight ; and, second, selling bread not 
by weight, contrary to the Act 1 & 2 Vict. c. 28 (6 & 7 Will. 
4, c. 37, Eng.). Itwas proved on behalf of Messrs. Manders 
that it was their custom to allow 9 oz. for shrinkage in the 
oven, and that, when the loaves came out of the oven, a few 
from every batch were weighed as a test; and that it was 
found by experience that this allowance was sufficient, and 
that the loaves, when taken from the oven, were generally 
over weight, and kept above the weight for three days. 
It was admitted that the loaf had nottbeen weighed at the 
counter at or immediately preceding the sale, nor was there 
any evidence that this identical loaf had ever been weighed 
at all. It was also admitted that the loaf was not “ French 
or faney bread,” so'as to come within the exception in the 
statute. The Lord Mayor held that the bread had not been 
sold by weight, within the meaning of the Act, and con- 
victed the Messrs. Manders, and fined them five shillings. 
From this decision they now appealed. 

Lawson, Q.C., and John Naish, for the appellants. 

J. B. Murphy, Q.C., and George Waters, for the respon- 
dent. 

Jones v. Huxtable, 15 W. R. 900, L. R. 2 Q. B. 460, was 
cited, and the part of the summons charging the selling 
bread under weight was abandoned. 

The learned Recorper said he could not say he approved 
of the principle of Jones v. Huxtable, but he thought the pre- 
sent case differed from that in several points. First, a much 
larger shrinkage was allowed here, 9 oz. to the 21b., the 
shrinkage in Jones v. Huxtable being only 6 oz. to the quar- 
tern loaf; secondly, in that case the loaf was sold 
as a quartern loaf, and not as a 4b. loaf; thirdly, 
there was no evidence in Jones v. Huztable of the 
testing after baking, which was the practice of the 
Messrs. Manders. Hie did not think it necessary for the 
baker to weigh every loaf at the time of the sale unless re- 
quested to do so by the customer. Me would therefore re- 
verse the Lord Mayor's decision, there being a sufficient com- 
pliance with the provisions of the statute in the course 0 
trade adopted by Messrs. Manders. 


Conviction quashed. 
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efer 
“ae OBITUARY. 
e ae 
ee MR. HERBERT OWEN. 
printed The death is announeed of Herbert Owen, Esq., Revising 
Barrister of West Gloucestershire, who expiréd suddenly at 
I rm ‘Weymouth on the 14th October, in the 58th year of his age. 
here ig Mr. Owen was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
te the June, 1836, and was a member of the Oxford Circuit, practis- 
nt and ing also at the Worcester, and formerly at the Stafford, 
ands of Sessions. 
wal 
ditioe MR. C. EVANS. 
is due This gentleman, who was one of the oldest members of 
medi- the Norfolk Circuit, was thrown from his horse on the 
d con. evening of the 2Ist October, and sustained such injuries 
for ig. that he died at Norwich soon afterwards. Mr. Evans was 
er, [ called to the bar at Lincoln’s Inn in February, 1823, and for 
Jeman some years held the office of Chancellor of the diocese of 
For Norwich. He was chairman of the Norwich Union 
inted, Insurance Company. 
me an 
8 and MR. WILLIAM MARSHALL. 
— A few weeks ago we recorded the death of Mr. John 





Edwin Marshall, Registrar of the Sunderland County Court. 
We have now to announce the decease ot his eldest son, Mr. 
William Marshall, solicitor, of Hartlepool, who expired at 
that town on the 2nd of October. Mr. Marshall was 
admitted to practise as a solicitor in Easter Term, 1854, 
soon after he had attained his majority, and for some time 
practised at Durham, where he held the office of solicitor to 
the Durham Trades Protection Society. About twelve 





































years ago he removed to Hartlepool, where he had a 
uty. - rapidly increasing practice. During the last illness of his 
3 1— father he acted as registrar of the Sunderland County Court. 
ry of His death was very sudden, being attributable to a paralytic 

He stroke following on an abscess in the side. Mr. Marshall, 
d for who was in his thirty-sixth year, leaves a widow and two 
the children, 
shed 
ourt MR. ALFRED HENDERSON. 
irst, The death of Mr. Alfred Henderson, solicitor, of Bristol, 
not took place somewhat suddenly, at Teignmouth, a few weeks 
vill, ago. Mr. Henderson was certificated as an attorney in 
lers Hilary Term, 1845, and was a perpetual commissioner ; he 
the was also a member of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
few Association. The Grocer newspaper has the following notice 
was of an incident in the deceased gentleman’s professional 
and career :—‘“ Mr. Henderson’s practice was almost exclusively 
illy in the Bankruptcy Court, anc for pertinacity and shrewdness 
ys. he had few equals. He will be principally recollected for 
the his exertions in the case of Robert Wells, wholesale grocer, 
ore of Nelson-street, Bristol, perhaps the most extraordinary 
ved matter which has ever come before the Bristol District 
ich Court. Although the proceedings took place eight years 
he ago, they are still fresh in the recollection of many in the 
en trade. The bankrupt, in addition to his wholesale business, 
a had opened a number of retail shops ; and when his affairs 
Bs. were in a state of insolvency, it was discovered by Mr. 

Henderson, who acted for the assignees, that he had 

secreted several thousand pounds’ worth of goods at New- 
n- port, making out that they were in payment of a debt due 

to his clerk, Battishill, who had sheuinied At considerable 
a8 expense and trouble, Mr. Henderson traced the clerk to 
g ersey; he was convicted of perjury, and sentenced to 
eighteen months’ imprisonment. . Henderson’s bill 






amounted to some thousands of pounds, and yet the creditors 
were so satisfied with his extraordinary exertions that they 
not only paid his full demand, but presented him with a 
very valuable testimonial. 
















LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


EXAMIMATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Michaelmas Term, 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 

Thursday, the 12th November, isthe day appointed for the 
examination of persons under articles of clerkship to attor- 
miei candidates for examination are to attend on that day 
at half-past nine in the forenoon, at the Hall of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, Chancery-lane. 
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The examination 








— commence at ten o’clock precisely, and close at four 
o’clock. 

Articles, &c., to be left with the Secretary on or before 
Monday, the 26th inst.; and in case articles and testi- 
monials of service have been already deposited, they should 
be re-entered, the fee paid, and the answers completed on 
or before the 26th inst. 

Candidates applying to be examined under the 4th section 
of the Attorneys Act, 1860, may, on application, obtain 
copies of the further questions relating to the ten years’ 
service antecedent to the articles of clerkship; and such 
questions, duly answered, must be left with the articles, 
&c., on or before the 26th inst. 

Candidates who have already proved to the satisfaction of 
the examiners the ten years’ antecedent service are not re- 
quired to leave replies to the further questions again. 

Fee, each term, on articles and testimonials of service, 
5s. ; not to be sent in postage stamps. 





Frinat Examination. 


Tuesday, the 10th, and Wednesday, the 11th November, are 
the days appointed for the examination of persons applying to 
be admitted as attorneys ; candidates for examination are to 
attend on those days at half-past nine in the forenoon of 
each day, at the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, 
Chancery Lane. The examination will commence at ten 
o’clock precisely, and close at four o’clock. 

Articles, &c., to be left with the Secretary on or before 
Saturday, the 31st inst. If the articles were executed 
after the 1st January, 1861, the certificate of having passed 
the intermediate examination should be left at the same 
time, and in case articles and testimonials of service have 
been already deposited, they should be re-entered, the fee 
paid, and the answers completed on or before the 31st inst. 

Candidates applying to be examined under the 4th section 
of the Attorneys Act, 1860, may, on application, obtain 
copies of the further questions relating to the ten years’ 
service antecedent to the articles of clerkship; and such 
questions, duly answered, must be left with the articles, &c., 
on or before 31st October. 

Where the articles have not expired, but will expire dur- 
ing the term, or in the vacation following such term, the candi- 
date may be examined conditionally ; but the articles must 
be left on or before the 3lst October, and answers up to 
that time. 

On the first day of examination, papers will be delivered 
to each candidate, containing questions to be answered in 
writing, classed under the several heads of—1. Preliminary ; 
2. Common and Statute Law, and Practice of the Courts ; 
3. Conveyancing. 

On the second day, further papers will be delivered to each 
candidate, containing questions to be answered in—4. Pre- 
liminary ; 5. Equity, and Practice of the Courts; 6. Bank- 
ruptcy, and Practice of the Courts; 7. Criminal Law, and 
Proceedings before Justices of the Peace. 

Each Candidate is required tu answer all the preliminary 
questions (Nos 1 and 4) ; and also to answer in three of the 
other heads of inquiry, viz. :—Common Law, Conveyancing, 
and Equity. The examiners will continue the practice of 
proposing questions in bankruptcy and in criminal law and 
proceedings before justices of the peace, in order that candi- 
dates who have given their attention to these subjects may 
have the advantage of answering such questions, and having 
the correctness of their answers in those departments taken 
into consideration in summing up the merit of their general 
examination. 

Candidates who have already proved to the satisfaction of 
the examiners the ten years’ antecedent service are not re- 
quired to leave replies to the further questions again. 

Fee, each term, on articles and testimonials of service, 
15s. ; not to be sent in postage stamps. 





COURT PAPERS. 


CHANCERY VACATION. 
The Master of the Rolls will attend at the Rolls House 
on Saturday, the 24th October, 1868, at eleven o’clock a.m. 








THE ARREARS IN THE Common Law Covurts.—Yesterday 
the long vacation terminated, and the offices of the Common 
Law Courts willnowresume their usual activity in preparation for 
the ensuing Michaelmas Term. The arrears of rules, &c., in 





the common law courts are: In the Queen's Bench, 114; im 
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the Common Pleas, 50; and in the Exchequer, only 18. In the 
Queen’s Bench there are 41 rules for new trals, 64 in the special 
paper, and 7 enlarged rules. In the Common Pleas there are 
10 new trial rules, 3 enlarged rules, and 34 demurrers and 3 cases 
forjudgment. There are in the Exchequer 9 new trials, includ- 
ing 2forjudgment; in the peremptory paper 2 rules; and in the 
special paper 2 forjudgment, and 7 for argument. 

Lorp CurRIeEHILL.—His Lordship has resigned his seat as a 
judge of the Court of Session in Scotland, and has been 
succeeded by Mr. George Dundas, Sheriff of Selkirkshire. Lord 
Curriehill was originally Mr. John Marshall, and was educated 
at the University of Edinburgh. He became an advocate at the 
Scottish bar in 1818, and was elected Dean of the Faculty of Ad- 
vocates in March, 1852. In November of the same year he was 
appointed a judge of the Court of Session in Scotland, and then 
assumed the courtesy title of Lord Curriehill. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Last Quotation, Oct. 23, 1868. 
{From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 

3 per Cent. Consols, 34} Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, Nov. 5, 94} Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 934 Ex Bills, £1000, per Ct. 21 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 934 Ditto, £500, Do 21 pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. 794 Nitto, £100 & £200, 21 pm 
Do. 23 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 4 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’72 Ct. (last half-year) 244 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 

India Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 215 Ind, Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 106 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 111 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, 80 115 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 

Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. ’88 104 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 106 
D.tto, ditto, Vertificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000 23 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 923) Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 23 pm 





RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. Closing prices 





Bristol and Exeter .. 
Caledonian : 
Glasgow and South 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 
Great Northern Hie 
Do., A Stock* ooo 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland; 
Great Western—Original .............. jd 
Do., West Midland—Oxford.. 
Do.,do.—Newport abas 
Lancashire and Yorkshire ......... weessenes 
London, Brighton, and South Coast...... 
Lo: don, Chatham, and Dover. 
Loadon and North-Westeru... 
London and South-Western ... 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Metropolitan 
Midland ......... 
| Do., Birmingham and Derby ........00 
bo Serr caes cvcecececcee ove 
| North London ... . 
North Staffordshire.........ccc.cccsccessessece 
| South Devon ....... 
Stock | South-Eastern ....csreeeees 
Stock | Taff Vale...... 











seeeee 


























* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 


Money Market anv City INTELLIGENCE. 

The steady though uneventful course of the week before last 
gave rise to anticipations of the long looked for permanent im- 
provement of the money market. ‘The week which has just 

appeared at one time to be continuing fairly in the track 
of its predecessor. The funds, however, received a check on 
Wednesday, in consequence, apparently, of a probability of the 
bullion influx being lessened by the decline in foreign exchanges. 
Foreign securities lost much of their buoyancy at the same time. 
The markets, however, appear to be recovering from this check. 
The supply of money is very plentiful. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Oct. 8.—By Messrs. Beaper. 

Freehold house, with 2 shops, situate in High-street, Brentwood, Essex 
let at £40 per annum—Dpoid for £550. : 

Copyhold iarm, known as Layers, in the parish of Willingdale Doe, 
Essex, comprising a farmhouse, homestead, buildings, 2 cottages and 
36a 2¢ 26p of land—Sold for £1,070. 

Copyhold, 2 cottages and 6a Or 4p of land, in the parish of Willingdale 

pain, Essex—old for £250. 





. Pai... 
A £100 share in the Chelmer and Blackwater Navigati pany. 
Sold for £39, — 
: By Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore. 
eee pops Nes. 5 to 7, Bohn-street, Edward-street, Mile-eng, 
producing £54 12s. r annum; term,87 years, grou 
Sold for £275. - _ a et ee 
Leasehold, 2 houses, Nos. 11 and 12, Cologne-st, Mile-end, 
£56 8s. per annum ; term, 87 years, at £7 per annum “Sold for ae 
Leasehcld, 2 houses, Nos. 23 and 24, William-street, Cannon-street. 
— 2 houses, Nos. 2 and 3, Humber-court, in rear, Producing 
796s, per annum; term, 34 years, ground rent £10 
—_ oe 
Leasehold, five houses, one with shop, Nos. 100, 102, 104, 106, and 195 
Cornwall-street,St.George’s East, producing £82 5s. per annum ; term’ 
22 years unexpired, at £5 15s. per annum—Sold for £280. 
Leasehold residence, No. 12, Alfred-street, Bow-road ; annual value, 
oo 4 term,35 years; ground-rent, £4 13s. 6d. per anuum—Sold for 
Leasehold house, No. 1, Walter street, Portland-street, Stepney ; annual 
—— £28; term, 50 years; ground rent, £2 per annum—Sold for 
70, 


Leasehold, 2 houses, Nos. 5 and 6, Ann-street, Green-street, Stepney, 
producing £46 16s. per annum; term, 55 years unexpired; ground 
rent, £6 6s. per annum— Sold for £285. 

Freehold, 2 houses, Nos, 45 and 75, West-street, Devonshire-street, 
Mile-end, producing £41 12s. per annum—Sold for £400. 

Fee farm rent, arising from No. 140, Aldersgate-street—sold for £€0, 

By Mr. Newson. 

Freehold residence, No. 9, Stockwell-common—Sold for £5,600. 

Freehold residence, No. 8, South-place, Albion-road, Stoke Newington. 
green, annual value, £50—Sold for £650. 

Leasehold premises, No. 31, New Gloucester-street, Hoxton; let on lease 
at £28 per annum ; term, 63 years from 1823, at 8s. per ananum—Sol¢ 
for £295. 

Leasehold house and shop, No. 32, New Gloucester-street, let on lease at 
= per anuum ; term and ground rent same as above—Sold for 

230. 

Leasehold residence, No. 178, St. Paul’s-road, Canonbury, annual value 
£50; term, 83} years unexpired, at £8 8s per annum—Sold for £460, 

Leasehold residence, known as Alma Villa, Tollington-road, Holloway; 
let at £52 10s per annum; term expiring in 1932, at £5 16s per 
annum—Sold fcr £500. 

Oct. 16.—By Messrs. Norton, Taist, WaTNEY, & Co, 

Freehold estate, known as Juniper Hall, situate in the Vale of Mickle 
ham, Surrey, comprising a residence with stabling, cottages, park, 
&c., containing nearly {50 acres, also a leasehold plantation, cou- 
taining 4a 2r 13p—Sold for £19,000. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
BARDSWELL—On Oct. 15, at The Hurst, Walton-on-Thames, the wife 
of C. W. Bardswell, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 
MARCHANT—On Oct. 20, at 8, Stonehouse-terrace, Lewisham-road, 
Deptford, Kent, the wife of Lhomas William Marchant, of a son. _ 
ROBINS—On Oct. 21, at 27, Montague-place, Russell-square, the wife 
of Julian Robins, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 
COLCLOUGH—FORSTALL—On Oct. 14, at St. Mary’s Catholic Church 
Edinburgh, Henry Vesey Colclough, Esq., Solicitor, Dublin, to Kate, 
danghter of John Forstall, Esq., Broughton-street, Edinburgh. 
FYFE—JONA8—On Oct. 15, at Dalton, J. Hamilton Fyfe, Esq., Barris- 
ter-at-Law, of the Middle Temple, to Mary Elizabeth, daughter of 
Henry L. Jonas, Esq., of Dalton-house, Dalton-in-Furness, Lancashire, 


DEATHS. 

BILLINGS—On Oct. 18, Mary Ann Winning Billings, wife of Thomas 
Billings, Esq., Solicitor, Cheltenham, ia her 67th year. 

OWEN—On Oct. 14, at Weymouth, Herbert Owen, Esq., Barrister-at- 
Law, of the Inner Temple, and Revising Barrister for West Gloucester- 
shire, aged 58. 

SANDERSON—On Sept. 19, at Palm-cottage, St. Michael’s, Barbadoes, 
Anne, widow of the Hon, Edward Dyer Sanderson, late Chief Justice, 
of Tobago, W.1., aged 58. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


a inding-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Limitep IN CHANCERY. 
Fripar, Oct. 16, 1868. 

Commercial Clothing Company (Limited).—Petition for winding 0), 
presented Oct 15, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins 
on the first petition day in November. Rooks & Co, Eastcheap, pétir 
tioner’s solicitors. 

Dewsbury United Brickmaking and Building Company (Limited),— 
—Petition for winding up, presented Oct 12, directed to be heard 
the Master of the Rolls on Nov 7. Ridsdale & Craddock, Gray’s-inn-4, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farivar, Oct. 16, 1868. 
Sisters in Union, Simon the Tanner Tavern, Long-lane, Bermondsey, 


Turspar, Oct. 20, 1868. 
Friendly Society, Crown Inn, Buckland Monachorum, Devon. Oct 19. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Wiel. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farpay, Oct. 16, 1868, 
Cole, Thos, Tottenham-ct-rd, Coffee-house Keeper. Nov 12. Shaen & 
Roscoe, Bedford-row. 
Cousins, Rey Dennis Louis, Bristol, Clerk. Dec 1. Trenerry, Bristol. 
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Fletcher, John, Shrewsbury, Retired Innkeeper. Nov 14. Palin, Santrupts. 
Dame Jane, Clifton, Bristol, Widow. Dec 31. Davidson, Pumas, Get. 16, 1000. 
To Surrender in London. 
Pet Oct 16. 


Freeling, 
Spring-gardens. 

Freeling, Sir Gee Hy, Connaught-p! West, Hyde-pk, Baronet. Dec 31. 
Davidson, Spring-gardens. 

Freundlich, Herman, Sherboro, Africa, Merchant’s Clerk. Jan 1. 
Hilbery, Crutched-friars. 

Greening, Joseph, Sheffield, Gent. Nov 14. Gainsford & Bramley, 
8 Id 


Harrison, Eliz, Gloucester-p!], Hyde-pk, Widow. Nov 18. Topham, 
Middleham House, nr Bedale. 

Higgins, John Ellis, Arrowe, Chester, Gent. Nov 30. Tyrer, 

1. 

Halton, Rev Arthur Emilins, Roewath, Cumberland. Dec 10. Birch & 
Ingram, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Lewis, Geo, Tyn-y-fro-Crickhowel, South Wales. Dec 20, Beachcroft 
& Thompsor, King’s-rd, Bedford-row. 

tem, Mary Dorothy, Bryanston-sq, Widow. Dec 31, Torkington, 

mford. 


Mannering, Hy, Acomb, York, Gent. Nov 2, Calvert, York. 

McGoun, Thos, Madras, East Indies, Colonel. March 1. Duff & Nephew, 
Nicholas-lane. 

Mills, Edwin, Andenshaw, Lancaster, Inkeeper. Nov 30. Whitaker, 
Duchy of Lancaster Office, London. 

— Eliz, Thornbury,. Gloucester, Spinster. Jan 1. Fry & Otter, 
Bristol. 

Power, John, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Esq. Dec 1. Dalton, 
Leicester. 

— Jane, Bishopton, Durham, Spinster. Decl. Newby & Co, 

tockton. 

Ramsey, John, Beverley, York, Gent. Dec 1. Shepherd & Co, 
Beverley. 

Smith, Geo, Trevic, Cornwall, Safety Fuze Manufacturer. Nov 21. 
Daniell, Camborne. 

Strange, Thos, Beenham, Berks, Corn Factor. Decl4. Merriman & 
Buckland, Queen’s-st, Cheapside. 

Vincent, Philip, Camborne, Cornwall, Surgeon. Nov 21. Daniell, 
Camborne. 

Williams, Martha, York, Thirsk, Widow. Nov12. Yewdall, Leeds. 


Wilson, Joseph, Hayton, Cumberland, Yeoman. Jan 1. Hayton & 
Simpson, Cockermouth. 
Wing, Geo, Mildenhall, Suffolk, Esq. Nov 13. Isaacson Son, 


» Mildenhall, 
TuEsparY, Oct. 20, 1868. 
Addison, Thos Fenn, Gloucester, Gent. 
Gloucester. 
Ballard, Geo, Tenterden, Kent, Yeoman. Nov 30. Wilson & Farrar, 
Cranbrook. 
~~ _ Judith, Bath, Somerset. Dec 19. Watson & Fraser, 
orwich. 
Dineley, Rev Geo, South Hayes, Worcester, Clerk. Dec 24. Pidcock & 
Son, Worcester. 
Garstang, Wm, Bromley, Kent, Esq. Decl. Hart, Folkestone. 
Harwood, John Lee, Bristol, Collector of Benevolent Institutions. 
Dec 21. Brittan & Son, Bristol. 
by een Jas, Southey, York, Farm Servant. Nov 14, Marshal!, 
effield, 
Hemming, John Blizard, Worcester, Gent. Nov 30. Hyde & Clarke, 
Worcester. 
Paine, Saml, Brighton, Sussex, Surgeon. Decl. Stuckey, Brighton. 
Peet, Thos, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. March 19. Wells, 
Nottingham. 
er ae, Bilston, Stafford, Maltster. Nov 30. Mason & Holmes, 
ston, 


Dee 12. Washbourn, 


Perry, John, Warren Farm, Writtle, Essex, Farmer. Nov 30. Duffield, 
Chelmsford. 

Lushington, Hon Stephen Rumbold, Morton; Court, Kent, Dec 16. 
Knocker, Dover. 

Sloper, Geo Smith, Swansea, Glamorgan, Wine Merchant. Nov 30. 
Wittey, Devizes, 

Unwin, Emily Mary, Putney, Surrey, Spinster, Dec 1. Young & 
Jackson, Essex, 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptep Act, 1861. 
Fripay, Oct. 16, 1868, 
Gray, Jas Hopffe, Birm, Lamp Maker. Sept 25. Asst. Reg Oct 10. 
Morley, Wm, Southwick, Sussex, Ginger Beer Manufacturer. Oct 7. 


Asst. Reg Oct 10. 
—_ John, Plough-lane, Battersea, Builder. Oct 8. Comp. Reg 


Oct 9. 
Skoulding, Nay hey gga Lansdowne-rd, Kensington, Clerk. Sept 30. 
t 


lo g , 

Solomon, Nathan Moses, Brighton, Sussex, Tobacconist. Sept 28. 
Comp. Reg Oct 10. 

Ta ~ Jon, Church-st, Kennington, Gasfitter. Sept 17. Comp. Reg 

Thackrah, Hy, Leeds, Wool Merchant. Oct 8. Comp. Reg Oct 15, 

bey Wm, st Cross, Southampton, Blacksmith. Sept7. Comp. Reg 


Tuesvay, Oct, 20, 1868. 
Guilmant, Hy Louis Jean Baptiste, m, Derby, Professor of Lan- 


Guages. Sept 21. Comp. Reg Oct 19. 
kare, By. Fearnley Tyas, York, Farmer. Sept 21. Asst. Reg 


Ludlam, Joseph, Mount Pleasant, York, Draper. Sept19. Comp. Reg 
iain, Geo Anthony, Hanley, Stafford, Draper. Sept24. Asst. Reg 


Neale, Wm Michael, Westbourne-pl, Eaton- 
aie, og Oe 4 » Westbourne-pl, Eaton-sq, Surgeon. Sept 30. 
Orie, Joka, orkington, Cumberland, Joiner. Sept 21. Asst. Reg 


Sanders, Hy, Ramsgate, Kent, Grocer. Oct 8. Asst. Reg Oct 17. 
wars +, eee, a. iatow. Sept 19. Asst. Reg Oct 17. 
umberland-s! 
Comp hes ~ deat ony ty esex Hospital, Printer. Sept 2. 


Baker, John Man‘ey, Worthing, Sussex, Ironmonger. 
Pepys. Nov3atit. Willett, Worthiug. 

Bodman, Jas Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 13 (for pau). 

Pepys. Nov 3at 1. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Bradley. Thos, Upper John-st, Stepney, Journeyman Baker. Pet Oct 

9. Pepys. Oct 29at1. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Brock, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 13 (for pau). 
Pepys. Nov 3 atl. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Challess, Hy, (trading under the name of George Williams), Orchard- 
st, Wandsworth, Dealer in Wearing Apparrel. Pet Oct 14. Pepys. 
Nov 3at2. Lewis & Co, Basinghalll-st. 

Chesher, Hy, Motcomb-st, Belgravia, Brushmaker. Pet Oct14. Nov 
4atl. Lomax, Old Bond-st. 

Christmas, Robt Denn, Hounslow, Surgeon. Pet Oct 12. Pepys. Oct 
30 at 1. Woodbridge, Clifford’s-inn. 

Fagg, Benj Wm. Prisener for Debt, London. Pet Oct 13 (for pau. 
Pepys. Nov 3at!. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Gooch, Robt, Hertford-rd, Kingsland, Plumber. Pet Oct 12. Pepys. 
Oct 30at 12. Angell, Guildhall-yard. 

Horton, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 10 (for pan). Pepys. 
Oct 30at}. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Hungate, Robt Ughtred, Gt Guildford-st, Southwark, out of business. 
Pet Uct 9. Oct 29 at1l. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Kimmins, Wm Holdon, East-end, Finchley, Brick Merchant. Pet 
Oct 13. Pepys. Nov 8at12. Riches, Cheapside. 

Lance, John Hy, Wheat-rd, Croydon-common, Builder. Pet Oct 10. 
Pepys. Oct 30at12. Godfrey, Basinghall-st. 

Mann, Edwd, Bristow-st, New-rd, out of business. Pet Oct 12. Pepys. 
Nov 3atli. Hicks, Francis-ter, Hackney-wick. 

McCutcheon, Thos Lister, Charrington-st, Oakley-sq, Meat Contractor. 
Pet Oct 13. Pepys. Nov 3 at 12. Ricketts, Frederick-st, Gray’s- 
inn-rd. 

Meason, Malcolm Ronald Laing, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 
12(for pau). Brougham. Oct 2@ atil. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent- 
garden. 

Perkins, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 13 (for pau). 
Pepys. Nov3atl. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Rogers, Alfred, Elgin-rd, Addiscombe, ro occupation. Pet Oct 8. 
Pepys. Oct19atl!. Waterman, Chuancery-lane. 

Seth, Gustav Wilhelm Louis, Castle-st, Falcon-sq, Comm Agent. Pet 
Oct 12. Pepys. Oct 30 atl. Treherne & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Smith, John Moore, Cornhill, Architect, Pet Octl3. Pepys. Nov 3 
at12. Hillearys & Co, Old Jewry 

Spencer, Wm, & John Norton, Throgmorton-st, Stock Brokers. Pet 
Oct7. Pepys. Nov3at12. Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry. 

Williams, Wm Joseph, Creck-rd, Deptford, Boat Builder. Pet Oct 9. 
Pepys. Oct 29at!. Bristow, Laurence Poultney-lane. 

Wood, Chas, East Grinstead, Sussex, Ketailer of Beer. Pet Oct 10. 
Pepys. Oct 30 at12. Godfrey, Basinghail-st. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Abraham, Himan, Monmouth, <Abentillery, Jeweller. Pet Oct 14. 
. Wilde. Bristol, Oct 28 at 11. Henderson & Salmon, Bristol. 
Ambery, John Wm Barrett, Stockport, Chester, Tailor. Pet Oct 8. 
Coppock. Stockport, Oct 30 at 12. Johuston, Stockport. 
Backhouse, John, Bradford, York, Cabinet Maker. Pet Oct 8. Leeds, 
Oct 26at1!. Wood & Killick, Bradford. 
Barrow, John, Manch, Accountant. Pet Oct!l2. Fardell. Manch, Oct 
28 at 12. Cobbett & Co, Manch. 
Battin, Alfred, King’s-heath, Warwick, Commercial Clerk. Pet Oct 
14. Hill. Birm,Oct 28 at 12. Maher, Birm. 

Beech, Chas, Chas Tharme, & John Atkins, Hanley, Stafford, Timber 
Dealers. Pet Oct7. Hill.. Birm, Oct 23 at 12. Tyrer, Lpool. 

Bevan, Wm, Hirwain, Glamorgan, Collier. Pet Oct 13. Rees. Aber- 
dare, Oct 27 at ll. Rosser, Aberdare. 

Bicheno, Edwd, Over, Cambridge, Cattle Dealer. Pet Oct 13. Margetts. 
Huntingdon, Oct 28 at 12, Hunt, Cambridge. 


Boase, Wm, Piymouth, Devon, Brush Maker. Pet Oct !4. . Pearce. 
East Stonehouse, Oct 28 at 11. Edmonds & Sons, a 
Pet 14, 


Boney, Ambrose, Penzance, Cornwail, Coal Merchant. 
Exeter, Oct 30 at 12. Borlase & Milton, Penzance. 
Bowes, John, Choppington Guide Post, Northumberland, Bootmaker. 
Pet Oct 12. Brumell. Morpeth, Nov 2at1l0. Swan, Morpeth. 

Briggs, Wm, Halifax, York, Bricklayer. Pet Oct 13. Rankin. Halifax, 
Oct 30 at 10. Jubb, Halifax. 

Butterell, Wm, Heeley, Sheffield, out of business. Pet Oct 13. Wake. 
Sheffield, Oct 28 at 1. Dyson, Sheffield. 

Chapman, Richd, Cleethorpes, Lincoln, Joiner. Adj Oct 8. Leeds, Oct 
Tat 12. 

Chivers, Richd Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Taunton. Adj Sept 19. Smith. 
Bath, Oct 27 at 11. 

Clews, Josiah, Bloxwich, Stafford, Farmer. Pet Oot 19. Walsall, Oct 
29 at 12. Glover, Walsall. 

Cooper, Fredk Thos, Chatham, Kent, Rope Maker, Pet Oct 13. Acworth. 
Rochester, Oct 30 at 2. Hayward, Rochester. 

Cooper, John, Bolton, Lancaster, Coach Builder. Pet Oct 12. Holden. 
Bolton, Oct 23 at !@. Richardson & Co, Bolton. ‘ 

English, Thos, & Wm English, Peterborough, Northampton, Painters. 
Pet Oct 9. Gaches. Peterborough, Oct 3lat!2. Law, Stamford. 

Evans, John Valentine, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Flour Dealer, 
Pet Oct 12. Gibson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Nov 6at 12. Robinson, 


Sunderland. ‘ , 
Fearn, John, Nottingham, Dealer in Husiery, Pet Oct 4. Patchitt. 
Pet Oct 13. Woodall, 


Nottingham, Oct 28 at 10.30, Cranch. 

Garbutt, John, Scarborough, York, Waiter. 
Scarborough, Nov 2 at 3, Williamson, Scarborough. 

Goddard, Chas, Gieadiess, nr Sheffield, Table Blade Forger. Pet Oct M4. 
Wake. Sheffield, Oct 28 atl. Micklethwaite, Sheffield. 

Griffiths, Wm, Rhyl, Flint, Stone Dealer. Pet Oct 12. Lpool, Oct 


28 atl. Evans & Co, Lpool. 
Haden, Edwd Cresswell, Sedgley, Stafford, Surgeon. Pet Oct 12. Hill. 
Birm, Oct 28 at 12. Lowe, Dudley. 





Hardy, Rebecca, Holbeach, Lincoln, Dressmaker. Pet Oct 12. Caparn. 
Holbeach, Oct 26 atl. Sturton, Holbeach. 














THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL & REPORTER. Oct. 24, 1868, 





1032 





Hare, John, Albert Village, Leicester, out of business. Pet Oct 10. 
Dewes. Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Oct 24 at 10. Wilson, Burton-on-Trent. 

Healey, Wm, Haywood, Lancaster, Rope Maker. Pet Oct 1. Fardell 
Manch, Oct 26 at 12. Leigh, Manch. 

Hill, Wm, Monk’s Coppenhall, Chester, Auctioneer. Pet Oct 14. Lpool, 
Oct 30 at 12. Yates & Martin, Lpool. 

Hilton, John, jun, Blackburn, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet Oct 7. Bolton. 
Blackburn, Oct 29at 11. Hall & Rutter, Bolton. 

Hobbs, Thos, Wingfield, Wilts, Baker. Pet Oct 7. Spackman. Brad- 
ford, Oct 24at ll. Sparks, Bradford. 

Horner, Thos, Norton, Durham, Labourer. Pet Oct 12. 
Stockton-on-Tees, Oct 27 at 11. Clement, jun, Stockton. 

Jepson, Wm, Sheffield, Whiter Metal Smith. Pet Oct 14, Wake. Shef- 
field, Oct 28 at 1. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Kingsley, Maurice Swanson, Hitchin, Hereford,no occupation. Pet 
Oct 10. Times, Hitchin, Oct 30 at 10. Shepherd, Luton. 

Knight, Peregrine, Plymtree, Devon, Farmer. Pet Oct 7. 
Horniton, Oct 24 at 11. Floud. 

Knowles, Wm Bacon, Ripley, Derby, Draper. Pet Oct 5, Hubbersty. 
Alfreton, Oct 17 at 12, Smith, Derby. 

Lawrence, Edwd, Everton, Lpool, Commercial Traveller. Pet Oct 12. 
Hime. Lpool, Oct 28 at 3. Ritson, Lpool. 

Leighton, Crosby, Glossop, Derby, Grocer. Pet Oct 15. Fardell, 
Manch, Oct 28 at 12. Grundy & Coulson, Manch. 

Lloyd, Wm, Westrad Farm, Glamorgan, Farmer, Pet Oct 14, Lewis. 
Bridgend, Oct 26 at 12. Raby, Cardiff. 

Martin, Wm Fredk, Southsea, Southampton, Dealer in China. Pet 
Oct 8. Howard. Portsmouth, Oct 27 at 12. Stening, Portsea, 

Merrett, Fredk, Ashton New-town, nr Birm, out of business. Pet 
Oct 13. Guest. Birm, Oct 30 at 10. Sargent, Birm. 

Millar, Isaac, Chester-le-Street, Durham. out of business. Pet Oct 10. 
Greenwell. Durham, Oct 28 at 11. Salkeld, Durham. 

Morris, Chas, Lower Hagley, Worcester, Labourer. Pet Oct 12, Har- 
ward. Stourbridge, Nov 2 at 10. Pearman, Stourbridge. 

Oldham, Jas, Hanley, Stafford, out of business. Pet Oct 14. Hill. 
Birm, Oct:8 at 12. Marsland & Addleshaw, Manch. 

oy Norwich, out of business. Adj Sept 18. Palmer. Norwich, 

ct 28 at Il. 

Peat, Joseph, Wigton, Cumberland, Tailor. Pet Oct 14. Hodgson. 
Wigton, Oct 30 at 11. Carrick, Wigton. 

Pollard, Geo Slater, Swinton, Lancaster, out of business. Pet Oct 14. 
Hulton. Salford, Oct 31 at 9.30. Hampson, Manch. 

Potchett, Chas Cresswell, Birm, Insurance Agent. Pet Oct 1. 
Birm, Oct 30 at 10. Parry, Birm. 

Procter, Wm, Alsagers-bank, Stafford, Blacksmith. Pet Oct 12. Slaney. 
Newcastle-upon-Lyme, Oct 29 at Il. Litchfield, Newcastle-upon- 


Crosby. 


Guest, 


Lpme. 

Pybus, Christopher, West Derby, nr Lpool, Bottle Merchant. Pet Oct 12. 
Hime. Lpool, Oct 27 at 3. Bellringer, Lpool. 

Randall, Thos, Portsea, Hants, Hired Joinsr. Pet Oct 12. 
Oct 27 at 12. Champ, Portsea. 

Ratcliffe, Jas, New Wortley, nr Leeds, out of business. Pet Oct 10. 
Marshall. Leeds, Oct 29 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Reed, Jas, Bolton-le-Moors, Laucaster, Provision Dealer. Pet Oct 13. 
Macrae. Manch, Nov 5atll. Edge & Dawson, Bolton-le-Moors, 


Howard, 


Pet Sept 28. 


Robinson, Michael, Manch, Cotton Waste Dealer. Pet Qct 14. Macrae. 
Manch, Oct 29 at 11. Heath & Sons, Manch, 

Russell, Chas, Bolton, Lancaster, Manufacturer of Quilts. Pet Oct 13. 
Holden. Bolton, Oct 28 at 11. Hall & Rutter, Bolton. 

Shelton, Wm, Stonesby, Leicester, Lime Burner. Pet Oct 13. Oldham. 
Melton Mowbray, Oct 26 at 11, Lees, Nottingham. 

Smikiss, Meshach, Westbromwich, Stafford, out of business. Pet Oct 14. 
Hill. Birm, Oct 28 at 12. Jackson, Westbromwich. 

Smithers, Fredk, Winchester, Hants, Whitesmith. Pet Oct 13. Godwin. 
Winchester, Oct 31 at 11. Hollis, Winchester. 

Soons, Edwd Valentine, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Fruiterer, Pet Oct 14. 
Chater. Lowestoft, Nov 4at 12. Kent, Beccles, 

Steam, Hy Wm, Thetford, Norfolk, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 12. Clarke. 
Thetford, Oct 28 at 12. Walpole, Northwold. 

Tandy, Fredk, Dudley, Worcester, Attoruey. Hill. 
Birm, Oct 28 at 12, Saunders & Smith, Dudley. 

Timbrell, Cornelius, Petworth, Sussex,Tailor. Pet Oct 13. Blagden. 
Petworth, Oct 31 at 3. Downer, Petworth. 

Tomalin, Wm, Long Buckby Wharf, Northampton, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Pet Oct 10. Willoughby. Daventry, Oct 21 at 10, Leake & Edwards, 
Long Buckby. 

Trevett, Saml, Bottom-lane, Nottingham, Grocer. PetOct6. Hub- 
bersty. Alfreton, Oct 19at12. Briggs & Cranch, Nottingham. 

Wales, Chas, Wakefield, York, Law Stationer. PetOct12. Mason 
Wakefield, Nov 3 at 11. Gill, Wakefield. 

White, Saml, Keyworth, Nottingham, Joiner, Pet Oct13. Patchitt. 
Nottingham, Oct 28 at 10.30. Brewster, 

Williams, Eliz, Lpool, out of business. Pet Oct 14, Lpool, Oct 27 at 11, 
Lloyd & Co, Lpool, 

Williams, Fanny, Margate, Kent, Lodging-house Keeeper. Pet Oct 7. 
Isaacson. Margate, Oct 26 at 2. De la Saux, Canterbury. 

Williams, John, Rhyd, Anglesey, Grocer, Pet Oct9, Dew. Llangefni, 
Oct 29 at 11. Jones, Menai Bridge. 

Woolley, Geo, Ltalybridge, Chester, out of business. Pet Oct 13. Mac- 
rae. Manch, Oct 29at 12. Sutton & Elliott, Manch. 

Young, Wm, Birm, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 12. Hill. Birm, Oct 
28 at12, Francis, Birm. 

Tuzspar, Oct, 20, 1868. 
To Surrender in London. 

Allen, Geo, Kent-st, Southwark, Bootmeker. Pet Oct 15. Roche. 

_ Nov4atil. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannoa-st. 

Batstone, Chas John, St Leonard’s-on-Sea, Sussex, Lodging-house 
Keeper. Pet Oct 12. Pepys. Nov 3 at 11. Hancock & Co, King 
William-st. 

Brett, John, Ball’s Pond-rd, Islington, Tobacconist. Pet Oct 15. 
Pepys. Nov3at2. Nind, Basinghall-st. 

Cashman, Michael, Chiswell-st, St Luke’s, Cork Cutter. Pet Oct 16, 
Pepys. Nov5atl. Biddies, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Clark, Fredk Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct13 (for pau). 
Brongham. Nov 4atl. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Cooper, Robt Fredk, Diamond-row, Stepney, Shopman. Pet Oct 15. 
Roche. Nov 4 atil. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 


Stamp. ! 


} Cooper, Valentine, Courthil-rd, Lewisham, Builder. Pet (ot Mu 
Pepys. Nov3ati. George, Abchurch-lane. ? 

} Dawes, Richd, Portsdown-rd, Maida-vale, General Practitioner, Pet 

i Oct12. Pepys. Oct 30at1. Bradley, Berners-st. 

Dawson, Gilbert Fras, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Oct 16, Pepys, 
Novi at2. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 

Evans, John Benj, Bridge-st, Greenwich, Licensed Pilot. Pet Opt 16 
Pepys. Nov 5 at 12. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, i 

Goldstein, Adolf, Shepherdess-walk, City-rd, Dealer in Watches, Pt 
uct 15. Pepys. Nov3at2. Smith, Gresham House. 

Gottheimer, Simon, Gt James-st, Lisson-grove, Zinc Worker. Pet 
15. feeys. Nov 5 at 12. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn, 

Graves, Thos, Winstanlays-rd, Battersea, Builder. Pet Oct 17. Roche, 
Nov 4 at 12. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Henderson, Bertram Cruger, Gloucester-grove West, Brompton, oy; 
of business. PetOct 12. Pepys. Oct 30 atl. Newman, Clifford, 


inn. 
Hobson, Alfred Milnes, Sydney-rd, Stockwell-rd, Comm Agent. pg 
Oct 12. Pepys. Oct 20 at 1. Peverley, Gresham-bldgs, Basing. 


hall-st. 

Lawrence, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
Nov 4at 11. Hatton, Essex-st, Strand. 

Leary, Jeremiah, juz, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 15 (for 
pau). Pepys. Nov 5atl2. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn, 

MacRoberts, Jas, Canton-st, Poplar, Journeyman Wheelwright. Pe 
Oct 17. Pepys. Nov5 at2. Steadman, London-wall. 

Mills, Geo, Mare-st, Hackney, out of business. Pet Oct 10, Pepys, 
Nov 3 at2. Fenton, George-st, Mansion House. 

Moor, Geo John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 16 (for pau), 
Brougham. Nov4at2. Dobie, Basinghall-st, 

Moors, Jas Wadlow, Prisoner fur Debt, London. Pet Oct 15 (for pau), 
Pepys. Nov3at2. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Newman, Chas Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 15 (for pan), 
Pepys. Nov3at2. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Paine, Hy, Caledonian-rd, Islington, Grocer. Pet Oct 14. 
3 atl. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, 

Perry, Robt, York-pl, Shepherd’s-bush, Bootmaker. 
Pepys. Nov3 at 12. Collett, Dorset-st, Salisbury-sq. 

Robinson, Geo, Cochrane-ter, St John’s-wood, Lamplighter, Pet Oct 
16. Pepys. Nov 5at 12. Allen & Co, Old Jewry. 

Stone, Joseph, Leighton Buzzard, Bedford, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 17, 
Pepys. Nov5ati. Miller, Bond-ct-house, Wallbrook. 

Turner, Felix John, Farnham, Surrey, Wine Merchant. 
Pepys. Nov 5ati2. Eve, Aldershott. 

Waight, John Chapman, King’s-cross-rd, Cheesemonger. Pet Oct 1), 
Nov 4at2. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Welsh, Mary Anne, Clarence-cottages, Cambridge-rd, Hammersmith, 
— Pet Oct 17. Pepys. Nov 5 at 1. Watson, Basing. 

all-st. 

Willes, Thos Hawkes, Orchard-rd, Plumstead, Writer. Pet Oct 15 

Pepys. Nov3at2. Hughes & Co, Wovulwich. 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Avard, Edwd, Maidstone, Kent,Gardener. Pet Oct 12. Scudamore, 
Maidstone, Oct 31 at 11. Goodwin, Maidstone. 

Belcher, Harris, Birm, Picture Dealer, Pet Oct 1. Birm, Oct 


30at10. Parry, Birm. 
Bell, Fras, Bristol, Baker. Pet Oct 13. Wilde. Bristol, Oct 30at Il. 
Pet Oct 12 (for pau), 


Cooke, Gloucester. 
Bettsak, Louis, Lewes, Sussex, out of business. 
Blaker. Lewes, Nov 5atll. Murray, Gt St Helen’s. 
Booth, Philip Hampson, Manch, Carmine Manufacturer. Pet Oct Ii, 
Fardell. Manch, Nov4 at 12, Boote & Rylance, Manch. 
Bright, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. AdjOct 15 (for pau). Harley. 


Bristol, Oct 30 at 12. 
Broad, Jas, Bristol, Builder. Pet Oct16. Wilde. Bristol, Oct 30 at ll. 
Adj Sept 18 


Pigeon & Ward, Bristol. 

Bromley, Thos Bailey, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. 
Fardell. Manch, Nov 3 at ll. 

Brookes, John, Burslem, Accountant. Pet Oct 15. Challinor. Hanley, 
Nov l4at1l. Leese, Burslem. 

Cooke, Robt, Shrewsbury, Salop, Dyer. Pet Oct 14. 
bury, Nov4atil. Craig, Shrewsbury. 

Cooper, Thos, Wood-lane, nr Audley, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Oct 15 
Hill. Birm, Nov 4 at 12. Shercatt, Talk-o’-th’-Hill. 

Davies, John, Clee-hill, Salop, Miner. Pet Aug 18 (forpau). ‘row. 


Cleobury Mortimer, Oct 27 at 10. Saunders, jun, Cleobury Mortimer. 
Davies, Margaret, Tenby. Pembroke, Grocer. PetOct12, Lanning. 
Dawes, Edwin Theophilus, Gt Malvern, Worcester, Beerhouse-keeper. 

Pet Oct 12, Gt Malvern, Oct 31 at 11. Tree, Worcester. 

ings, Oct 31 at ll. Philbrick, Hastings. 

Dyer, Wm, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Tobacconist. Pet Oct 13, Blake. 
Ellis, Hy, Bird Bush, nr Wakefied, Labourer. Pet Oct 16. Mason 
Wakefield, Nov 3 at ll. Barratt, Wakefield. Bi 

ua, 

Oct 30 at 10. Harrison, Birm. 

Fincher, Wm Sanders, Warwick, Tailor. Pet Oct 13. 
ke 
Fleming, Sam!, Halifax, York, Bookseller. Pet Oct 19. Leeds, Nov 
2atll. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

at 12. Heath, Nottingham. 

Glazebrook, Joseph, Clee-hill, Salop, Miner. Pet Aug 18 (for . 

Mortimer. 

Gordon, Jas, Gateshead, Durham, Tar Distiller. 


Pet Oct 15. Rocke, 


Pepys. Nov 
Pet Oct 18, 


Pet Oct 16, 


Guest. 
Peele. Shrews- 


Pembroke, Oct 29 at 11.30. 

Down, Wm, Hastings, Sussex, Bricklayer. Pet Oct 16. Young. Hast 
Newport, Oct 28 at ll. Beckingsale, Newport. 

Evans, Thos, Birm, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 14, Guest. 

Tibbitts. 

Warwick, Oct 31 at ll. Sanderson, Warwic 

Garnett, Chas, Lincoln, out of business. Pet Oct 16. Leeds, Nov ll 
Trow. Cleobury Mortimer, Oct 27 at 10. Saunders, jun, Cleobury 


upon-Tyne. 
Green, Saml Jas, Walsall, Stafford, Musical Agent. Pet Oct 15 
Walsall, Nov 4at 12, Glover, Walsall, 
Greewood, Wm, Euxton, Lancaster, Grocer. 
Manch. Noviat!2. Storer, Manch. 


ton, Nov7 at 10. Rainford, Preston. 
Handran, John Patrick, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. 





pau). Harley. Bristol, Oct 30 at 12. 





Pet Oct 15. Gibson. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Nov 6 at 12. Daglish & Stewart, Newcastle 


Pet Oct 16. Macrae | 
Hall, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 18. Myres. Pres | 
Pet Oct 15 (for | 


am wm ee PA pe 





1868, 
—=—= 
| Oot 14, 
ner, Pet 
G. Pepys 
et Oct 16, 
shes. Pst 
+ Pet Oct 
8-inn, 
17, 

t. Morte 
ptor, out 
Clifford's, 

















Basing 
Rocke, 
ot 15 (for 
chs Re 
» Pepys, 
for pau), 
for pau), 
(for pan), 
pys. Noy 
Oct 18, 
Pet Oct 
Oct 17, 
Oct 16, 
Oct 15, 


arsmith, 
Basing. 


Oct 15 







































lamore, 
rm, Oct 
30at Il, 
ir pau), 
Oct Ii, 
Harley, 
at 1. 
pt 18 
‘anley, 
re ws: 
ot 15, 































































































































Oct. 24,1868. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





1033 








cnimatiniaigmt 
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js, Richd Abbot, Prisoner for Debt, Durham. Adj Oct 15. Gib- 
son. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Nov 6 at 12. Hoyle, Newcastle-upon- 


detioek, Geo, Shireoaks, Nottingham, Groom. Pet Oct 9. Newton. 
Worksop, Oct 11 at 4. Appleton, Worksop. 
Hayward, Chas, Birm, Saddle-tree Maker. Pet Oct 5. 
irm, Oct 3) at 10. East, Birm. ; 
Hill, Hy, Holmes Chapel, Chester, Veterinary Surgeon. Pet Oct 13. 
Latham. Congleton, Oct 31 at il. Garside, Congleton. 


Guest. 


Johns, Wm Edwd, Exeter, Accountant. Pet Oct 15, Daw. Exeter, 
Oct 31.at 11. Huartnoll, Exeter. 
Julian, Chas, Penzance, Cornwall, Draper. Pet Oct 7. Exeter, Oct 


30 at 12. Terrell & Petherick, Exeter. 

Knowles, Joseph, Manch,no business. Pet Oct 16. Hulton. Salford, 
Oct 31 at 9.30. Stringer, Manch. 

Laming, Jas, Sheffield, Wholesale Fruiterer. Pet Oct 16, Leeds, Nov 
4at 12, Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Lowcock, Edwd, Lpool, Foreman, Pet Sept 30. Lpool, Oct 
30at 3. Blackhurst, Lpoel. 

Madge, John, Prisoner for Debt, Devon. Adj Oct 14, Exeter, Oct 30 
at 12 


Hime. 


Manners, Wm, Nottingham, Hosiery Manufacturer. Pet Oct 15, 





Tudor. Birm, Nov3atli. Belk, Nottingham. 

Milburn, Geo, Chorley, Lancaster, Labourer. Pet Oct 13. Part. 
Chorley, Oct 31 at 10. Forshaw, Preston. 

Muir, Peter, Redruth, Cornwall, Assistant Travelling Draper. 
Oct 12. Peter. Redruth, Nov 3 atil. Nalder, Redruth. 

Nottingham, Robt, Folkestone, Kent, Music Master. Pet Oct 16, 
Newton. East Retford, Nov 6 at 10. Denman, East Retford. 

Overton, Mortimer Oxnard, Ross, Hereford, Hairdresser. Pet Oct 16. 
Collins. Ross, Oct 29 at 12. Williams, Ross. 

Parry, John, jun, Ty Philip Cvmbannm, Brecknock, Farmer. Pet Oct 
1s. Davies. Crickhowell, Nov 2 at 10. Davies, Crickhowell. 

Pettite, Edwd, Gt Welnetham, Suftelk, Bricklayer. Pet Oct 14, Collins. 
Bury St Edmund’s, Nov 4at 11. Walpole, Beyton. 

Pickles, Lewis, Halifax, York, out of business. Pet Oct 15. 
Halifax, Nov 6 at 10. Storey, Halifax. 

Pile, Geo, Ilfracombe, Devon, Ship Owner. Pet Oct 16. Exeter, Nov 
2at 12. Buse, Bideford. 

Poole, Geo, Bristol, Dentist. Pet Oct 14. Harley. Bristol, Nov 6 at 


12, Hill. 
Roberts, Wm Anwy], Lianfawr, Anglesey, Publican. Pet Oct 16. 
Pet Oct 15. Lpool, Nov 2atll. Bellringer, 


Rankin. 


Dew. 
Llangefni, Nov 5 at 230. Hughes, Llanerchymedd. 
Salt, Edwin, Lpool, Baker. 


Lpool. 
Taylor, Hy, Pontefract, York, Tailor. Per Oct 15. Coleman. 
Pontefract, Nov 3 at ll. Jefferson, Pontefract. 

Teall, Wm Wood, Fairford, Gloucester, Whitesmith. Pet Oct 13. 
Anderson. Cirencester, Oct 30 at 12. Sullivan, Eastleach Turville. 
Wilson, Isaac, Anstwick, York, Farmer. Pet Oct16. Atkinson. Settle, 

Nov3at 10. Paget, Skipton. 
Wright, Wm, Manton, Rutland,Grazier. Pet Oct 14. Hough. Oakham, 
Nov 2 at 3. Law, Stamford. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introducé, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
als for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
interests, or other adequate securities, 
‘ Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 


Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build- 
ngs, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


Prorosat ror LOAN on MoRtTGAGES, 





LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 

Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
orks, 8s, per dozen. R ing Jacks, pl 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
Is, 6d, set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s.the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
Bils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years. 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives 
=  rerks, ta. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 





As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
Prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices tor which their establishment has been 
by for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


O SOLICITORS.—A Gentleman, having a good 
established business in the City, capable of being largely increased 
is desirous of Borrowing £500,or £600 for a term, at a fair rate of interests 





Pet | 


ILNERS’ STRONG HOLDFAST and FIRE 

RESISTING SAFES, Chests, Doors, and Strong Rooms, with 

the progressive and recent improvements effected after half a century’s 

experience, effectually guard against Fire and Burglars.—Liverpool, 

m - ter, Sheftield, Leeds, Hull, and 47a, Moorgate-street, City, 
ndon. 


EYO SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house, List 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
Established nearly 50 vears. Orders ebove £2 sent carriage free. 


LBION SNELL’S 25s. OFFICE WATCH, 

equal in appearance, accuracy, and durability, to any Watch at 

five times the cost. A written guarantee and twelve months’ trial 

allowed.— Anion SNELL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, 114, High Hol- 
born, W.C. Established 1848. 


PAPER FASTENERS OR BINDERS. 


PurcuasE HART’S, AND REWARD INVENTOR; 
Others are recommended by ‘some salesmen”? to your loss, being 
inferior. 

A. HART & Co., 22, GresHam Srreet, and BrrmincHam. 

















LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 119, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
HEXEY GREEN (many years with the late George 


Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., 
and hzreby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertise 
ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. 


File of‘ London Gazette” kept for reference 
A TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, of Lin- 
coln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
London : 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 





In one volume, crown §vo, price 3s. 





HE LAW OF TRADE MARKS, with some 

account of its History and Develop tin the Decisi of the 

Courts of Law and Equity. By EDWARD LLOYD, Esq., of Lincoln’s- 
inn, Barrister-at-Law, London. 

‘IT am indebted to the very valuable little publication of Mr. Lloyd, 
who has collected all the authorities on this subject."—V. C. Woop in 
McAndrew v. Bassett, March 4. 

Office, 59, Carey-street, W.C. 








S! ACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pore 

sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 

to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King’s, 





2nd £824 £n40 £83.64 

Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Oand!1 18-0 2 4 0 210 @ 
Dessert ditto .....seeees. 1 0 Oandl 10 U 112 0 115 6 
Table Spoons ....se.eeee8 110 Oandl 18 0 240 2100 
Dessert ditto .e..ceeeeeee 1 0 Oand1 10 0 4112 0 #1150 
eose O12 OandO 18 i 2 150 


Tea Spoons ...e.eeeee 0 
Every Article forthe Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for- 
wardedon rece of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 





WILLIAM TARN & CO. 
CARPETS, 
FURNITURE, 
BEDDING. 


The Largest Show Rooms in England. 


WILLIAM TARN & CO., 


NEWINGTON CAUSEWAY, 


AND 





in order to extend the same. Every particular will be given.—Address 
E.L., Mr. Hand’s, 84, Cheapside, E C. . , 





NEW KENT ROAD, S.E. 
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UBLIC READING AND SPEAKING.— Mr. 
D’ORSEY’S Lectures to Barristers, Solicitors, and Law Students 
begin TO-DAY, at King’s College, at Onr o’clock precisely. Eight 
Lectures, One Guinea. Private Lectures and Lessons at 13, Prince’s- 
square, Bayswater. 





NE PENNY PER FOLIO. ABSTRACTS. 


ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Bills of Costs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Briefs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Fair Copy. 
Hooper & Son, 45, Fleet-street. 





COOMBS’ SOLICITORS’ BOOKKEEPING. 
Just Published. 1 vol. 8vo. 10s. 6d. cloth. 


MANUAL of SOLICITORS’ BOOKKEEPING: 

comprising Practical Exemplifications of a Concise and Simple 

Plan of Double Entry, with Forms of Account and other Books relating 

to Bills of Costs, Cash, &c., showing their operation, giving Directions 

for Keeping, Posting, and Balancing them, and Instructions for Drawing 

Costs. Adapted for a large or small, sole or partnership business. By 
W. BAYLEY COOMBS, Law Accountant and Costs Draftsman, 


London: Burtrerwortns, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty ’s Law Publishe»s 





‘8.0 SOLICITORS.—The County Courts Amend- 

ment Act, 1867; Equitable Jurisdiction Act, 1865; Rankruptcy 
Act, 1861. The authorised forms published by Jonn Smiru & Co., 
County Court Printers, 52, Long-acre, London, W.C. The Consolidated 
Rules, County Courts Amendment and other Acts, Scale of Costs, 
Tables of Fees, Common Taw and Equity, flexible binding, price 6s., or 
post free 6s. 4d.—Lists of forms sent free on application. 


OOK-KEEPING for SOLICITORS, by Double- 

Entry (Alternative Methods). By G. J. KAIN, F.S.S., of the 

firm of Kain, Sparrow, Witt, & Co., Law Accountants and Costs Drafts- 
men, 69, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


Single Column system ” 
Double is : } In one volume, 7s. 6d. 


Triple * if 8th edition, 6s. 


To be obtained from the Publishers, WaTERLow & Sons, London-wall, 
and through all booksellers. 





THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 and 1867. 


|) Wafnengt S requisite under the above Acts supplied on 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
speedily printedin the preper form for registration and distribution. 
SHARE CERTIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS 
designed and executed. No charge for sketches. 

Companies Fee Stamps. 


ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 








OX & SON, State and Law Robe Makers, &c., 
oa 28 and 29, Southampton-street, Strand, London. Established 
8. 


Gowns for ‘‘ Queen’s Counsel ’”? made of Rich Armazine 
Silk ; 84 Guineas, 
ra ee Flexible Silk, at 54, 64,and 73s, 
Stuff Gowns for Barristers or Attorneys, 35s., 42s., 52s. 6d., and 63s. 
each. 





Bands with elastic fastenings, 2s. per pair. 


THE AMERICAN LAW REGISTER. 
HE AMERICAN LAW REGISTER has been in 


existence for fourteen years, and has, especially since the com- 
mencement of the New Series, five years ago, attained a popularity and 
a circulation never equalled by any other American professional maga- 
zine. For this unexampled favour with which it has been received, the 
Publishers return their grateful acknowledgments, 


Each number of the Law RecisTEr contains, in general, one or more 
short Essays on Legal Topics, of direct and. immediate interest ; a Coi- 
lection of recent American Cases in the Federal and State Courts re- 
ported in full: recent English Cases; and Notes or Abstracts of Cases 
from unpublished official reports containing new points. The most im- 
portant decisions arc carefully annotated each month, with notes and 
references to the English and American authorities. 


Editors :—Jamzs T. Mitcue.n. Esq., Philadelphia; the Hon. Isaac 
F. REDFIELD, Boston, late Chief Justice of Vermont; Prof. THEODORE 
W. Dwiaut, New York; Prof. Amos Dgan, of the University of 
Albany: the Hon. Joun F. Ditton, of the Supreme Court of Iowa; 
the Hor: ‘oun A. Jameson, of the Superior Court of Chicago; and 
ALEXANDER Marrin, Esq., of St. Louis. 


The work is printed monthly in octavo form, and each number con- 
tains sixty-four pages. making, with the copious and exhaustive index, 
& volume of over eight hundred pages annually. 

Tue TERMS OF THE AMERICAN Law REGISTER 
are Four Dollars per Annum, and sets of the New Series, five vo lumes 
(complete in themselves), can be furnished at any time if desired. 
Philadelphia: D. B, Canrretp & Co. 
London: Stevens & Haynezs. 





a ——= 





AW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, at the 
LAW INSTITUTION, CHANCERY-LANE. Established May 
31st, 1836. 

The First Meeting of this Society for the approaching Session will hy 
held on Tuesday, the 27th October, at seven o’clock, for discussion ¢ 
Jurisprudential Question No. CLXVIII. 

For the information of gentlemen desirous of becoming members jt 
may be stated that the Society meets every Tuesday evening (except in 
the Long and other Vacations) in Arbitration Room Noa. 4, at the las 
Institution, Chancery-lane, at seven o’clock, for the discussion of legal 
and jurisprudential questions. Papers of subjects for discussion arg 
issued every month, and may be had on application to the Secretary, 
from whom all requisite information may be obtained. 

Subscribers to the Library or Lectures of the Incorporated Lay 
Society, Clerks articled to Members or Partners of Members of that 
Society, and Clerks who having been articled are in the service of 
Members of that Society, are eligible as Members. 

Entrance Fee, 10s. Annual Subscription, 5s. 

W. H. HERBERT, Hon. Sec, 

60, Gracechurch-street, E.C. 


U NIversity COLLEGE, LONDON, 
EVENING LAW CLASSES. 





The Michaelmas Term will begin on Monday, October 26th, 1888, 

The course of instruction in these classes is esnecially adapted for 
students preparing for the LL.B. degree in the University of London, 
and for the Indian Civil Service Examinations. 

General Jurisprudence.— First Lecture, Monday, October 26th, at 6.39 
p.m. Reader, J. Anstie, Esq., B.A. 

Roman Law.—First Lecture. Monday, October 26th, at 7.30 p.m. 
Reader, T. De C. Atkins, Esq.. B.A. 

Constitutional History.—First Lecture, Tuesday, October 27th, at 7.39 
p.m. Reader, E. G. Herbert, Esq., LLB. 

Equity and Real Property Law.—First Lecture, Monday, October 26th, 
at 8.30 p.m. Reader, J. M. Solomon, Esq., M.A. 

Common Law.—First Lecture, Tuesday, October 27th, at 8.30 p.m, 
Reader, Arthur Charles, Esq, B.A. 

Laws of India,—First Lecture, Monday, October 26th, at 6.30 p.m, 
Reader, John D. Bell, Esq. 

The First Lecture of each of the above Courses will be open to the 
Public. 

Prospectuses, containing full information, may be obtained at the 
Office of the College, Gower-street, W.C. 

JOHN ROBSON, B.A., Secretary to the Council, 





Oy ry INVESTMENT'S.—THE CEYLON 
COMPANY (LIMITED) are prepared to effect Investments on 
Mortgage in Ceylon and Mauritius, with or without their guarantee, as 
may be desired. For further particulars application to be made at the 
office of the Company, Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-street, Londor. 
By order, 
R. A. CAMERON, Secretary. 


EBENTURES at 5, 54, and 6 per Cent. CEYLON 
COMPANY (LIMITED). Subscribed Capital, £750,000, 





DIRECTORS. 
LawrorpD AcLAnD, Esq., Chairman. 
Major General Henry Peiham Burn. Stephen P. Kennard, Esq. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq. P. F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
George Ireland, Esq. Sir J. Emerson Tennent, Bart. 
Manager—C, J. Bratne, Esq. 


The Directors are prepared to issue Debentures on the following terms, 
viz.:—For one year at 5 per cent., for 3 vears at 54, and for 5 years and 
upwards at 6 per cent. per annum. Interest payable half-yearly by 
cheque or by coupon attached to the bond, as may be desired. 

Applications for particulars to be made at the office of the Company, 
Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-street, London. 

By order, 
R. A. CAMERON, Secretary. 


Pus AGRA BANK (LIMITED), 
Established in 1833.—Cupital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON’ 





BANKERS. 

Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 

hore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Corrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
Até4 ditto ditto 6 ditto 
At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto 

Excerrionat Rares for longer periods than twelve months, particulars 
of which may be obtained on application. 

BILLs issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
or collection. 

Sates anp Pourcnasés effected in British and foreign securities, i0 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertakes, 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and cifil pay and pensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted, 

J, THOMSON, Chairman, 
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